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SCANNED ON 11/26/2013

ACL57835/legal/nosjm102413
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROLF HAMMER and MARGARET HAMMER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190363/12
ALGOMA HARDWOODS, INC. et al., NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants ASBESTOS CORPORATION LTD., hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ASBESTOS CORPORATION LTD., with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants ASBESTQS CORPORATION LTD., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudichk and witlfputi costs.

/|| FILED

G 1oWE VIS ConbrE >

Attorneys for Defendant

Attorney fag Hlai

Belluck & CLERK'S OFFICESBESTOS CORPORATION LTD.
546 Fifth AWnue ~ cOUNTY \W YORK  Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, NE 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

ew York 10036
[1112]12 New York, New York 10006
, (212) 313-3600

o e RECEIVED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,
Hoﬁf. gl




FBW45731/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
TODD PELRAH,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 110904/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

~=\t
‘ ‘ 10 201 \/€

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Elkegles Neal, Esq.

without cos}

Attorney for Plaintiff N1y C CLERK 50 Attomeys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg COUN' {EW YORY " FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




DOMS58765/legal/nosjm )
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
EARL SKINNIDER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190353/13
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. hereby request

summary ;u:igmentl;l the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS,
INC.with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC.be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and witheliggh
L ED
Sl HPVED o

¢ OHlibrs, Esq. \\\Q‘J 19 2“‘3 Zachary D Henick, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff

e OFF orneys for Defendant
Joseph Williams & Associa‘&S?\\T\( CLERK S & OMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS,
245 Park Avenue co NEW YORKINC,
New York, New York 10167 Barry McTiernan & Moore
( ‘ IBJ | ?) 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

SO ORDERED,




| judgment in the above-entitled-

CLB\58766/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
EARL SKINNIDER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190353/13
" AERCO INTERNATIONAL, etal, ~ NYCAL -
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

—%ﬁ%pﬁfsuant—-t&(%ivi%?racticequawand*Ru}esSection%ﬂQr*“A**

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

: Q ED Zachary D. Henick, Esq.
i Attorneys for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintiff

Joseph Williams & Associates 19 2“‘\3 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
245 Park Avenue WOV ry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New T)rk 0167 gris OFFZRector Street, 14° Floor
5 NTY ORK New York, New York 10006
I1}15]¢dv NEW ¥ (212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW32794/legal/mosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN CLARK JR.,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190017/11
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cos e l" s
\ =D /

\WLED L
Frank Ortiz, Esq 013 Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff NOV 19 1 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg " :.> O BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway COUNTY CLER iarry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 NEW Y Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
2) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

</
. !j}.l’h{ “Heitler R ECE ;5: ‘V’i E D

NOV 1 52013

PART 3¢




FBW34697/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
STEVEN GERHARDT,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ' Index No.: 108708/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cos to 119 Qg

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg NV 19 7_0\3 FULTON BOILER WORKS

700 Broadway ggry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 CLERK'S OFFlyRector Street, 14™ Floor
COUNT \\(\x EW YORK  New York, New York 10006

SO ORDERED,
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW53601/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
GARY NANKERVIS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190169/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without . VARI AL
| & v 19 208 ~A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff coUNTY CLERK'S OFF‘&tE)meys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK  FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 ‘ 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
13-3600

SO ORDERED,

| eiTyu ein—Heitler RE {:g :é{' VED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW51146/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
PETER TREMBLAY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119782/01 &
101141/07
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
- X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without ogeg. 22417 LED
@(ﬁ,& !\J 19 200 &O A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. O\ﬁh@Es Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff COMNT N CLERSRE’K Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW Y FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2Re treet, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,
Hon. %y Klein-Heitler R E C = ‘E\ \i o D
L .
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW45791/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JAMES M. BURGESS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 113508/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costC te(3t /' 3 : ?

Frank Ortiz, Esq. NOV 19 2013 Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg COUNTY CLERK'S (FEFITEN BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway " NEW YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 - 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006

2) 313-3600
CEIVED

RECEIVI

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

SO ORDERED,

noy 1R 7013

: ‘?
5




CLB57201/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
STEVEN GERHARDT,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- , Index No.: 108708/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no oppc;sition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.  (® l’ \ l \3

4 O+ FIL

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \‘\(N 19 llﬂﬁha\%\/ ‘itt, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLERKGLBAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway COUNT\& EW v OB¥ry McTiernan & Moore

2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
12) 313-3600

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

RECEIVED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




CLB57200/legal/mosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
MICHAEL CARTER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 112430/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
e X

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

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

defendants CLEAVER—BRO# “C—Ex@ same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

9

without cos \’\ 3 ‘\\ ‘
. & LERK'S OF '4@ L)
¢ heRtSERH

Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEW YORK hHSFTNG, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 or Street, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler o 1 5'[0’\3




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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL Index No. 190392/2012

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER, { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiffs, i ORDER
- against -

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining & ;
Manufacturing Co., et al., ;

Defendants.

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

Ordered that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Lennox be,
and the same hereby are, dismissed w1th prejudice 'Bhout costs.

Dated: New York, New York E
W3 ,2013
Nuv 19 2013
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP WRRANTE YAVITZ &
AULLP

NTY CLERK
cou NEW YO

By:
Carmen V
800 Third Avenue, 11™ Floor ~116 E. 27" Street, 12" F1.
New York, New York 10022 New York, NY 10016
212.605.6200 45275300
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Lennox Iﬁam EV E D

NOV 1 52013
Honorabléghtzrﬁy Heitler, J.S.C. PA RT 3 0

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK .

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 107216/08

Malcolm Lebowitz
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant Union Carbide Corporatloii Ehﬁw are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

| 03
Dated: New York New York “"N 19 E E
\ \C
, 2013 T C\.ERK g5 OF
2. ﬂ& 0O o
Charles Ferguson, Esq~__D Judith A.|Yavitz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S‘I%rmftler NOV 1 52013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190161/2013

WAYNE R. BRYANT and SHANNON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
BRYANT JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Robertshaw Controls Company, Individually and as Successor to Fulton
Sylphon Company (hereinafter “Robertshaw’), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against Robertshaw with prejudice, and there being no opposition there:

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

defendant Robertshaw be and the same are h bﬁsmlssed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New !o? rk

Daniel J. Wassez\b;/g, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Attomeys for Defendant
700 Broadway : Robertshaw Controls Company, Individually and
New York, New York 10003 Successor to Fulton Sylphon Company

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

SO ORDERED,
HGT. Sherry KlTn Heitler NOV 1 52013
P s AN

2155432



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
X Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler, J.5.C.
MR. MICHELE SANTORO and MRS. ROSE SANTORO, Index No.: 190501-2012
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC. et al. including,
GATES CORPORATION,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION, sued herein as GATES CORPORATION
hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GATES with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

THE GATES CORPORATION be and the sargg r‘E:QEsBd with prejudice and without costs.
Dated; New (Z/ ¢

N 19 2013

4 / AUAYIA
Joseph P : " . NE\N N . Vega, Esq.
Joseph P. II|a s & Associates, P.C. Sedgwick, LLP
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for The Gates Corporation
245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10167 Newark NJ 07102
(212) 668-1122 ,

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shewem Heitler

NJ/954710v1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 118966/2006
FRANK RISO and ROSE RISO
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Stewart Warner Corporation (“Stewart Warner”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Stewart Warner, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. ED
Dated: Newl oﬂg New YorF ‘L
l , 2013
i FFICE
/S Ty CLER
Seth A. Dymo«i, Esq. Joseph P. Sala, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff McElroy, Beutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Belluck & Fox, LLP Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Stewart Warner Corporation
New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005
, RECEIVED
SO ORDERED, LA
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 1 52013
preT 70

NOSIM - Riso v Stewart Warner. DOC



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

X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
X
HAROLD HOHNE, index No. 190080-2013
Plaintiffs,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. including
FOSTER WHEELER LLC,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC {hereinafter “FOSTER WHEELER") hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

FOSTER WHEELER be and the same are hereby dismissed égtﬁudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘L

1o[e>
72 W)
John Richmond, ;[q COUNTY CLERR phen Novakidis, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. » NEW YéadgWick LLp
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center,’ 12" Floor

New York, New York 10003 Newark, NJ 07102

SO ORDERED,

#15n. Sherry Klein Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

"‘3

{4
,:, o



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

X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
X
HAROLD HOHNE, index No. 190080-2013
Plaintiffs,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.0. SMITH WATER PRCDUCTS CO. etal. including
FOSTER WHEELER LLC,

Defendants.

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

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

FOSTER WHEELER be and the same are Fl! EvDrejudlce and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

lof 2|1 NOV 19 2013

d//7/%fmw CLERK'S OFRCE

John Rlchmontd}//l?(/ NEW YOR&ephen Novakidis, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC
700 Broadway _ Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor
New York, New York 10003 o~ N ; 102

SO ORDERED,

< THoh- rry Kkin Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



FBW54120/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
ALAN ZELENKA,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190428/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and Eﬁare hereby dismissed with prejudice and

K

without costs. el [\3

Frank AP UNTY CLERK SRaEINEaL, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff ., NEW YORtorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
New York, New York 10006

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013




FBW43561/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ALLEN NADBORNEY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 113258/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.  \olrtl13
O F\LEWM

Frank Ortiz, Esq® Charles Neal, Esq.
NOV 19 w13 Attorneys for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintif]

Weitz & Luxenberg e ©N BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK S A e M iérnan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 Q 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

RECEIVED

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
VITTY LEWIS, Individually and as Administratrix :  Index No.: 104668/06
of the Estate of LAWRENCE LEWIS, Deceased,
Plaintiff(s), . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- MOTION AND ORDER
ALLIS CHALMERS, et al., . Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
- . IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific, LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Georgia-Pacific, LLC 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 Georgia-Pacific, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
N=1Z-]3

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Al Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific, LLC

D g

Ian S. Millican Esq

800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor gﬁﬁﬂ@& 40th Street
New York, New York IO%NT\( c\,\a RK'S oRriYew York, New York 10018
(212) 605-6200 NEW YO 0212) 3022400

Dated: New York, New York RE C EIV E D

NOV 1 52013

Hon. S'herry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. P A RT 3 0

SO ORDERED:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

SONDRA SUTKIN, Individually and as Personal : Index No. 190073/09
Representative for the Estate of STANLEY :

SUTKIN,
. NO OPPOSITION
- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, IAS Part 30

Defendants. :
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
I\B! )

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. FﬁH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ‘\ eys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By: C—WZJ\‘\ N A9 2“\3 ,/,«Qm

Joba €. Richmond, Esq. SIS ) OFrYan's. Millican, Esq.
y Cv Er K
COUNT eWw Y YOR h
700 Broadway NEW 764 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

RECEIVED

SO ORDERED: NOV 1 5 2013
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
Pz g, g.?-g_ bt 0

Dated: New York, New York




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ERNEST G. SMITH and CLAUDIA SMITH, . Index No. 190299/13
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al. . MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. - Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
- IAS Part 30
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New Yo D
MIver gen 3

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. ﬁ 1 9 ‘2“\3 LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

RK'S @okpdy/and Goodyear Caffdda I
7 COUNTY € = \(ORK

Michael Roberts, Esq. Lawtence G. LeeCE7 sq.
700 Broadway ‘ 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

RECEIVED

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
MARGARET C. LARSEN, Individually andas  : Index No. 190087/12
Executrix of the Estate of STANLEY C. LARSEN, :
Plaintiffs . NO OPPOSITION
against- ’ . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A-W. CHESTERTON CO., etal, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. IAS Part 30

________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Illsf [13

BELLUC DYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys ffor Iflainti Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Daniel Gé'gh{rdl Esq.

546 enue, 4th Floor 264 West 40" Street
New\YoKlf New York 10036 New York, New York 10018
(212) 68141575 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. p ART 3 0

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
GARY KLINDT for the Estate of HERBERT
KLINDT,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Defendants. ‘
X

NYCAL

Index No. 105764/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

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

WEITZ & LUXENBER E L Q’NCH DASKAL EMERY LLP

Attorneys for Plainti

o (L

u\l 19

.20,\3 Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc,

“RK'S @}f@c__ kf)’—\\

Adam Raffo,

NEW YORK Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.

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

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

RECEIVED

4

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

\
1

NOV 1 52013

PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: PART 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.

ARMANDO GIACHIN, Index No. 190506/2012
Plaintiff,
:  NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- against - . JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

ADSCO MANUFACTURING LLC (individually and as
successor to AMERICAN STEAM DISTRICT |
COMPANY), et al.,

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Metso Minerals Industries, Inc. (“Metso”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Metso with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York :
Mov 2 F“ ED

EARLY & STRAUSS,ELC o\ 19 2013 DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP

YORK By: o

By:
Brian T. Murnane, Esq.
4
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th FL. 116 E. 27™ Street, 12" FI.
New York, N.Y. 10017 New York, N.Y. 10016
212.986.2233 212.452.5300
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Metso

RECEIVED

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:

Hofforabl&Sherry K. Heitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: PART 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.

ARMANDO GIACHIN, Index No. 190506/2012
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

ADSCO MANUFACTURING LLC (individually and as
successor to AMERICAN STEAM DISTRICT
COMPANY), et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant T. W. Smith Corporation (“T.W. Smith”) hereby requests
summary judgment in this action pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
T.W. Smith, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED that upon notice to all remaining co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against T.W. Smith be, and the same hereby are, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Nov i~ , 2013F ‘LED

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC ; DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP

.....

NOV 19 203
Fr,K B}()F%/\L/\»

By:
NEW YORK Brian T. Murnane, Esq.
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th FL. 116 E. 27™ Street, 12 FI.
New York, N.Y. 10017 New York, N.Y. 10016
212.986.2233 212.452.5300

Attorneys for T.W. Smith Corporation

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

130

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Shefr eitler, J.S.C.

PA

,fw!



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY FZ%A;“ 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A5, 1

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190577/12

HOWARD E. KAPLAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D
Li IL? , 201

NOV 19 2013

T, Esq. g }
ARGER E NTE YAVITZ & B LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.

800 Third Avenue, 12" FL 116 East 27™ Street, 12% Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10016
(212) 605-6200 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. | (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
t Index No.: 190156/13

RICHARD FALLON :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, SVI Corporation, sued incorrectly herein as Stockham
Valves, és a division of the Crane Valve Group, hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant, SVI Corporation, sued incorrectly herein as Stockham Valves, as a division of |
the Crane Valve Group, 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, SVI Corporation, sued incorrectly hegei Stockham Valves, as a division of the
Crane Valve Group, be and the samF %ém sed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York N 19 2“\3
- -5 , 2013 N OFFICE
UNTY C\'Es é =
Ll Aan a0 weW |
e M M tte oA, e\ Lee Schneider, Esq.
Dttorﬁe{ly}or Plaintiffs are Attorney for Defendant
Richard Fallon SVI Corporation, sued incorrectly herein as
WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. Stockham Valves, as a division of the Crane
700 Broadway Valve Group
New York, New York 10003 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
(212) 558-5500 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10004
12) 509-3456

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

{N0258803-1} ' P A RT 3 O 0048-0001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ry Klein Heitler



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.8. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190016/13,
JOSEPH PARKIN _
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Cosporation, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
- plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, quwserve Coxporaﬁon, with prejudice in this action, and
' there bemg no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Flowserve Corporahon, be an \t& smzssed with prejudice and

. withont costs

Dated: New Yoy

Z E&%_

Laura B, Hollmsn, Esq.

Atto#iey for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Joseph Parkin Flowserve Corporation
JosePH P. WiLLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. McGiviey & KLUGER, P.C.
245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor , 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

- New York, New York 10167
. (212) 668-1122

New York, New York 10004

‘SO ORDERED,

951-979




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No. 190499-12
RONALD ERIKSEN,
Plaintiff(s),
- 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 Plaintiff’'s 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 ‘LED

Dated: New York, New York v, '
/13 e J—

Ny A

WEffZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540

o (609)924-6000 o ;
Benjamin Darche, Esq. Attorneys for GO@E@M&EQ

NOV 1 52013

oF 2 AN B

SO ORDERED

Hon. Sherfy Kllein Heitler



CALLAN, KOSTER,
BRADY & BRENNAN, LLP
COUNSELORS AND
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
One Whitehal] Street
New York, New York 10004
212.-248-8800

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 12-190424

P|a|nt|ffF \L E NO OPPOSITION

HOWARD ROSENTHAL,

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against- N\.N 19 208 MOTION AND ORDER
< OFFICE
LERKS O
ABB, INC., et al. COUNT\‘(\EW YORK

Defendants.
X
WHEREFORE, defendant MID-ISLAND ELECTRICAL SALES CORP.

(hereinafter referred to as “Mid-Island”) hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against
defendant Mid-Island, 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 Mid-Island, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
September 9p 2013

W Vil U I

Marc R. Wilner, Esq. Bryan Salz, Esq. ©.b~
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
MID-ISLAND ELECTRICAL SALES CORP.  HOWARD ROSENTHAL

Callan, Koster, Brady & Brennan, LLP Early & Strauss, LLC

One Whitehall Street, 10" Floor 360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor

New York, New York 10004
(212) 248-8800

New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233

CEIVED

Hon Sherry Kleln Heitler NOV 1 5 2013

PART 20

SO ORDERED,




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

.................................................................. X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
. LA.S. Part 30

THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

HELLWIG,
Index No.: 190002-13
Plaintifi(s),
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

CBS CORPORATION, a Delaware Corporation,
{/k/a Viacom Inc., Successor by merger to CBS
Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a
Westinghouse Electric Corporation, et al.,

Detendants.
.............................. - ——— ————X
WHEREFORIL, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

. dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed without prejudice and without

FILE

NOV 10 2083

— s S .
GONTY CLERK'S OPRERYA £ L Nﬁ’ % ,

NEW YO%'steﬁ Alford Kneis, ksq.

;
)

COSts.

Dated: Novewmbe!” 12013

[cw York, New York
y

Joseph W. Belluck, Esq.

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s)
546 Fitth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

K&K GATES LJ
AorneysfoT Defendant

P e CETVED

599 Lexington A
NOV 1 52013

(212) 536-3900

y 4
ﬂ\. Sherfy Klcin Heitler

New York, NY 1
PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------------------------------------------------------- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
et R X
This Document Relates To:
STEPHEN D. HORTON, NYCAL
- " LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s). . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- " Index No.: 190300-13
WiUs RIONE POULENC AG COMPANY, - NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. ) - JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
n/k/a BAYER CROPSCIENCE, INC., et al, ;
Defendants.
----------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as
Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: OC// Wg F‘L

N i, Ne
J CLERK'S OFF! Yo i

NEW YORKirsten

Daniel Wasserberé, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attgfneys for Defendant

700 Broadway
599 Lexingt -y i1
New York, &m&)\f L D

New York, NY 10003
212 -3900
(212) 536 NOV 1 52013

(212) 558-5500
Hon. Sh{f/ry[(lein Heitler PART 3 0

SO ORDERED,




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
s e v e e e 8 o e e e Y P D 0 S e e ey e e B X
This Document Relates To:

ALLAN RUBIN, as Executor for the Estate of
OLIVIA RUBIN, and ALLAN RUBIN,

Individually, NYCAL

" LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

, " Index No: 190459-12
-against- :
' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., /k/a RHONE ' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

POULENC AG COMPANY, n/k/a BAYER
CROPSCIENCE INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same aEe by, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: “l 2 l % IE\L

New York, New Yor

N
ot .
1. 7. céz‘,ﬂ_ N ke OFFC Rheid

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. E\N \(OR\« I:}s/%n Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG C K&l GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 Ne ,NY 10022-6030

212) 536-3900 RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
BARBARA LIGHTSY, Individually and as : Index No. 190518/11
Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL LIGHTSY, :
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s) : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
’ : MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
agains Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

3M COMPANY, et al., IAS Part 30

Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC 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 Georgia-Pacific LLC be a?l‘samEeBby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York N-\N 19 2“\3
[1~13-(3 CE
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERGOUM T AYOBASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: % ; j/ ’ By& Crn_ : %,4 QRex
Robert Komitor, Esq. Diane M. Pompei, Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10018
(212) 605-6200 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190108/09,

JOHN A. METROKA
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F \ ‘ ED

C ,2013

y CLERK K'S
Dy VA ARSI G ioRK
Alysa Kotorrs; Esq. ann Cook,Lse.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant /['/95
John A. Metroka Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

2383-15

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190108/09,

JOHN A. METROKA
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the samii EDmlssed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: ]}I\ew York, New York NOV 19 2013
Ao 22013
E
UNTY CLERK s OFFIC
AT NewvoRK
- CantirE-Bett Esg- Ve Cook) E35-

Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) Attorney for Defendant

John A. Metroka Treadwell Corporaticn

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 / (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

S qecEIVED

NOV 15 201 1235-22826

pART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190108/09,

- JOHN A. METROKA

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be anﬁit Eﬁ dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
/ , 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Ke ~Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
John A. Metroka Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 , (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, '
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

1122-23206



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 122024/98,
WILLIAM LONG :
AND. :
DOROTHY A. LONG i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. | F ‘LED

Dated: Nei\% Yﬁgkl, New’;{g?; NV 19 2003

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .
)

%{,‘—F i 'tgt

ecrqann CooK Exg

ey laintiffs Attorney for Defendant
William Long and Dorothy A. Long Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C,
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shgr;{ Klein Heitler

RE C E IV E D 2383-22608

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

{N0209525-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: 3
+ Index No.: 122024/98,

WILLIAM LONG AND DOROTHY A.
LONG { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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

3 e hereby dismissed with prejudice and

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. ﬁ th
without costs.

g 200
Dated: New York, New York N\N 1

1030 2013 v e ERK;;OFF\CE
(;()UNT \{ORK

£y (//éh GZf Kl ngm__

Dan Yratt E Coy Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plcuntlffs Attorney for Defendant
William Long and Dorothy A. Long Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 ' New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEEV ED 7222130

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
i Index No.: 190099/13,

TEODOSIO V. PATINO-BERNAL
AND E
ROSA PATINO { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Ajax Electric Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
‘plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Ajax Electric 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, Ajax Electric Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs, F ‘ LE D

Dated: New York, New York

‘\\ (1], 2013 NOV 10 2013
: ' OFFICE
TY CLERK'S O
d Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Teodosio V. Paiino-Bernal Rog4 Patino Ajax Electric Company
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, -
- 546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 5 2013 |

PART 30

3181-4



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 190099/13,
TEODOSIO V. PATINO-BERNAL
AND :
ROSA PATINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

4
!

WHEREFORE, defendant, Higbee Inc., incorrectly sued as Higbee, Inc. individually and
‘as successor to Higbee Rubber Co., Inc. and Higbee Gaskets and Sealing Products, Inc.,
- bereinafter referred to as Higbee Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint againsf
defendant, Higbee 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, Higbee Inc., be and the same areﬁ ebyEnUl with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York F L
G 2ors
v NV 19 2013

RK'S OFFICE

%COUN N@W ;ORESE g

Carol Tempesta, Esq.

. Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Teodosio V. Patino-Bernal and Rosa Patino Higbee Inc.,

~ BELLUCK & Fox, LLP , MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4% Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She

RECEIVED

NOV 152013

PART 30



iR}

 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~ INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 190135/13,

'ROBERT FLAHIVE

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company, Individﬁally and as Successor in Interest to
Monsey Products Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dis;missing plaintiffs’ | complaint against
defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Products
Company, with prejudice m this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Products |

Company, be and the same are hereby ?“ \'E@lce and without costs.

~ Dated: New Kork, ew York

61) 2013 10 2\\\3

Alysa Koloms Esq

Attorney for Plamtlffs Attorney for Defendant
ROBERT FLAHIVE . Henry Company

' BELLUCK & FOX, LLP MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

685-77

PART 30

‘Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_ COUNTY OF NEW YORK
""INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY —iINYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LAS. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

“This Document Relates to: i
: ! Index No.: 190105/13,
GEORGE R. BIRRELL
AND :
RAMONA J. BIRRELL i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

¢ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment

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

- plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Flowserve Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and

_ there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Flowserve Corporation, be and the s ereby dismissed with prejudice and

fyvithout costs. ' \»
~ Dated: iwf zk, New Yok - ? N 'L“\% '

Q4 R |
N O\N\(
/ NN R Y

. 7 , Laura B. Hollman, Fsq.

. Attodn€y for Plaintiffs . Attorney for Defendant
George R. Birrell and Ramona J/8irrell Flowserve Corporation

. JOSEPH P, WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

© 245 Park Avenue, 39™ Floor 80 Broad Stréet-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10167 New York, New York 10004

(212) 668-1122 (212) 509-3436 . -

'~ SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

HAROLD J. WHITE

 (Heitler, J.)
} Index No.: 131286/94,

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

]
—

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summéry judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation,
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
NOwmer 1) , 2013

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Harold J. White
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

aitlin E. Bell,
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

1235-13229



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: |
: Index No.: 131286/94,

HAROLD J. WHITE :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Compan c\hn&gDe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: II\I\]e‘\ON YOK, Nelw York S O\:F\CE
Nemoer || ,2013 CLE
>
s
E‘KRTHBW ), £ R Ke%sanau—hrf.' Cook, Esq.
ttorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Harold J. White Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

12) 509-3456

Hdp. Abén Klein Heitler

\\\O\J 1 51“\3 1122-13794

PART 39



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
: Index No.: 115062/96,

JOHN J. WARD ;
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be t aﬁereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs. ﬁ‘ aE
Dated: New Yprk, New York NOV 19 2013

—L%tﬁy—’ 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

WA/%M

MHheoT. Mee Zatse & Caiflin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

John J. Ward Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 15 2003 123516720

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 't NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 115062/96,

JOHN J. WARD :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all conefendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ LE D
Dated: N_CW i3 NOv 1o 20

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
Y 7o LA #ﬁ-

/7., /ﬂop 7. ML < Zo&& KerryaMk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John J. Ward Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

New York, New York 10004
509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

1122-17284



av

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

- _COUNTY OF NEW YORK

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, ef dl. :

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30
5 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
. ,Index No.: 190131/12,
ROSAURA PERALTA, ;
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
| - { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests sumamary 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 dppoéiﬁbxi 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 dxsmxssed w1th preju(hce and

New. York '
, 2013 NOV 19 2013

- C UNTY C
\ _ NE

Matthew D. Samp&riEsq

without costs. D
Dated: New/% F ‘L’E

Attorney for Defendant Aftorney for Plaintiffs

The Fairbanks Company PERALTA, ROSAURA ‘
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ' JoserH P. WmLIAMS&ASSOCIATES P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 : 245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10167

(212) 509-3456 _

SO ORDERED,

Hon. é@;ﬂaein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
' | (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.: 190373/12,
JOHN KOSNAR, :
Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION
‘ ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- - { MOTION AND ORDER
* A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal. | '

Defendants.

.
"

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Faitbanks Company, ixereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plainti_ffs’ oqmp{aint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice m this action,
and: there beix;; no opiabsitiop the;;eto,

ORDERED, t_hat,upqh notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
fc.lefen.dant, The Fairbanks Cdmp;iny, bé and ‘the sﬁie hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

g

2013

Dated: bfew}"o k, New York
1/
] &

Matthew D,

Attorney for Defendant Aforney for Plaintiffs

The Fairbanks Company . KOSNAR,JOHN

MCcGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSQCIATES, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 245 Park Avenue, 39™ Floor .

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10167

(212) 509-3456 1122

SO ORDERED,

RECET "™

) 504-1035
NOV ¥ 51533

PARY 50



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: i
! Index No.: 112912/98, 124527/00
DONALD D. CIMATO =
AND E
MICHELE CIMATO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F\\—ED

Dated: New Y¢rk, New York
7 , 2013

Y Cﬁ;\l f}\(
Bmre el L B oan
WL T 20 L. A /

S1itthes T Mec Zntyre Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Donald D. Cimato and Michele Cimato Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 ‘ -3

SO ORDERED,

“ Hon. Shéffg/ KleYn Heitler

RECEX‘\I ED722-1012



" TMc:CC(jpk)
10/30/13

Our File No
S-6212-01

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 116426/01 and 111219/01
VINCENT BOYLE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edis ‘3‘ oew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and wi ou

200
Dated: New York, New York \l 19 \CE
No 3. (g, a0y s OFF
¥ LT ok
(_‘,C)\)NY NE\N YOR

e

-Frarﬂr@rti‘Z"Esq el Fanvel(
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

; ‘ Cann, Esq.
BORSTEIN, ESQ.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney fa#’Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.

4 Trving Place

ew York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Shery Klein Heitler | RECEI\/ ED

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30



TMc:CC(jpk)
10/29/13

Qur File No
S-7178-02

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTYOFNEWYORK
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 117570/02 and 107099/02
FLoYD BOwDISH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company Eﬁ ork, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without st ‘

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 20

gt CouNTY CLERK! s OFFICE

C )
MW‘ “TFolan W«fc‘!\wwd & Tlmothy cCann Esq
WEITZ UXENBERG, P.C. 7/ CAROLE BORSTEIN ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney\$or Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 ‘ York, Inc.
4 Irving Place

York, NY 10003-3598

RECEIVED

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:




TMc:CC(jpk)
10/25/13

Our File No
S-4801-96

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 115062/96 and 117156/02
JOHN WARD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

(Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison CompF<‘ ENE]B., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

NOV 19 2013

Dated: New York, New, York

ln

Timothy M. ¥cfann, Esq.

D 7 2 S

EranleOrtiz, ESq. M, Mo 7. Moo T ohe

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CAROLE A RSTEIN, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.

4 Trving Place

New York, NY 10003-3598

¥/ RECEIVED

Hon. Sherry Klein Yeitler
NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:




"TMc:CC(jpk)
10/22/13

Our File No
S-5346-97

-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEW YORK
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 120806/97
HARRY HEWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Companﬁl\ﬁYork, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and withoutEst‘ L

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013
Y CLERK'S UFF
COUNTY EWYORK

Vs
Timothy M. Mcfann Esq.
CAROLE

Daniel J. Wgéserbé’rg, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney fgr Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.

4 Irving Place

New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

.74
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler R E C E IV E D

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



TMc:CC(jpk)
10/28/13

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 122189/99 and 107598/00
KENNETH MAXWELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison ?p\rh k, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. NO N 19 &2“‘3

s OFFICE
CLERK'S
| 5 COUNT\‘{\‘E\N YORK

‘ imothy M Mge -
WEI LUXENBERG, P.C. CAROLE A

|

Dated:j New York, New York
‘ 7

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney fo
700 Broadway Consolidatdd
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.

4 ITrving Place

New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

), (
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler RE C EIV E D

Our File No NOV 1 52013

o PART 30



Nov.

.

8. 2013 3:19PM No. 0115 P 2
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS Part30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 106579/02; 113073/02
JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, as Executrix for the Estate
of JAMES E. MCCABE and JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA NO OPPOSITION
and STEPHANIE TOBIN, as Co-Executrices for the SUMMARY
Estate of SHIRLEY A. MCCABE, JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEFLER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
efendant. COMPANY
. x s

WHEREFORE, defendant XEELER/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 IFTEED and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: _{ ! g 2013 NOV 19 2013
Hz‘i ison, New York —_—
y CLERK'SQO M
Q7 7 LgouNT (v ORK A

5 Srn Rt e 0F Paul Josephs, BEsq. T
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Atrornevs for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 ' COMPANY
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151
SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190502/2012
ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON BENCE,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, ET AL., ZY-TECH
GLOBAL
Defendant. INDUSTRIES
X

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

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

ZY-TECH\GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, be and the SW dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. E . gq&\% -
Dated: Hajri ’on wa York /- “\}“ < O‘??\
WAL [2013 7 R
\Aﬂ\( O\<N N{e)
ot ) By
Bryan Belaiy Wsq. Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
BELLUCK & \BOX LAP MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Att neys Joy/Pldin h’f Attorneys for Defendants
546 I nue, 4" Floor ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES
New York, ew York 10036 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Sulte 50 '& ED
(212) 681-1575 , - Harrison, NY 10528

(212) 661-1151
SO ORDERED: N N1d 200

Honorable Sheérry-KTéin-Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190299/13
ERNEST G. SMITH and CLAUDIA SMITH, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 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 BO?“ONED and

and without costs.

Dated: Moosnga /), 2013 N\N 19 2“\3

Harrison, New York

CLERK'S
L —— couNTY \N\(ORK

same are h¢reby dismissed with prejudice

RuSsell S. Jamison, Jiéq.

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

700 Broadway KEELER/DORR-OLNER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

S0 ORDEI?EP' CEX\] ED

Honorable Sheffy Ri¢in-Heitler \\\(N 15 'LQ'B




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

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

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

JORDAN JAMES BUTLER, Index No.: 02/114079
. 02/107400
Plaintiff (s},
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and t e E‘
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 3
NV 19 w
Dated: New York, New York ©
‘V(CUERKRK
HH T A L7,
Matthew T. MacIntyre/ Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
44 Wall Stree New York, NY 10003
New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-550
(212)732-2000 RECEIVED
7, NOV 1 52013

SO ORDERED,

Heitler

PART 30



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

T X

This Document Relates to:

THOMAS H. CLARK, Index No.: 112677/07

Plaintiff,
NO-OPPOSITION
~-. against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be

dismissed with prejudice F‘L]EB“S
Y

Dated: New York, New Yo

12 , 2013 NOV 19 2“\3
uu OHY\L
Michael Fanelll, Esq. seph M. nglollllo Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Thomas H. Clark Goulds Pumps, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 44 W \Aﬁp Floor
New York, New York 10003 R@CEL 10005
(212) 558-5500 732-2000

our FiNgWb 5:/8¥54-10135

PART 30

SO ORDERED;

Hon. Sher




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190486/11
Daniel Carlucci,
Plaintiffs,
- Agailnst - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Goul‘FmEn@' be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

NOV 10 208
Dated: New York, New York FICE
iz, 2013 / LERK'S OF

yars g ORK
[ 2= F——

éndon Tully, Esq .lﬁmﬂs V@amef‘ Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Daniel Carlucci Goulds Pumps Inc.
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10022 New York t&w a 35
(212) RE

/Il pur File No.: 6754412040
NOV 1 b(_uu

&Y Heitler D

So Ordered:




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

—————— X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
——————————————— R e D ¢
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190160/12
Louis L. Fishbein,
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
3M COMPANY, et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

pursuant to Civil
dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

all claims

and cross claims against defendant GoulFlh;EB., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. NOV 19 2013
Dated: N York, New ¥York
77 4171 , 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
> /oA A NEW YORK
v |4 (g A G
Brendon ly, Esq. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Levy PHiXlips & Konigsberg Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Louis L. Fishbein
800 Third Avenue,

New York, NY 10022

11*® Floor

So Ordered:

Attorneys for Defendant
Goulds Pumps Inc.

44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005
(212) 701-4164

NQ .

feld 34

Hon.

Sherry K. Heitler

NOV 1 52013

PART 30




N

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
_______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190154/10
Virginia Morris, as Executrix for the
Estate of Lester Morris,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withouF‘ts-ED

Dated: New York, New York

Octobe, Q) , 2013 ay 19 2013
@\%ﬂ/ﬁ M Eris OFFICE
Devid J.vﬁgerTJEsq. ] Jiustdin M K
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ulley and Dykman
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Virginia Morris, as Executrix Mario & DiBono t §% Co.
for the Estate of Lester Morris Inc. EC% isd

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 44 Wall S et

New York, New York 10003 New York, NewN@%ﬂk5i%@05

(212) -20 o
Oux ‘ZZ?NOF§2§§%§§—a%§3

Sc Ordered:

Hon. Shé?}y K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF SCHENECTADY

——————————————————————————————————————— x
FRANK J. DUCI AND PATRICIA J. DUCI, Index No.: 2524/08
Plaintiff,
-against- STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendants.
——————————————————————————————————————— X

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the
undersigned, the attorneys of record for parties in this action,
that whereas no party hereto is an infant, incompetent person forx
whom a committee has been appointed or conservatee and no person
not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the action,
this action is discontinued with prejudice as to the plaintiff’sg
claims against defendant HOWDEN NORTH AMERICA INC., s/h/a HOWDEN
BUFFALO, INC., without costs to either party as against the other.

This stipulation may be filed without furF‘EotE 4

of the Court.

#h the Clerk

R ?’ 9 Qntar
Dated k, New York N‘W 1 E
//p , 2013 | B UNTY(%iiﬁﬁsza‘FK;
/ L ‘ E
. . (_ i 5::3'
Rjfchard M. White, Esqg. gJefiéééga , Esqg.
luck & Fox, LLP Cullén~and Dykman, LLP
ttorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Frank Duci Howden North : \J
18 Corporate Woods Blvd 44 Wall st
4™ Floor New York, NY 10005 3
Albany, New York 12211 (212)701-4143 N0V1~52m

Our File No.: 11231-55-

¥ by
$ R 4
gw J sl 3




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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190014/09

RICHARD F. TOBIN and MARY TOBIN,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

cross claims against defendant HOWDENFT‘::EB be dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.
gV 19 2013

. - EFICE

COUhﬂ&’ LERIK @ Wi

.g?“P N?; j;)§4
(@f<§g;an' Esq.

1d Dykman LLP
tornieys for Defendant

Dated; New York, New York

/67 - 2013
Vel

L

TS impdecy soa.

W&itz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Richard F. Tobin and Mary Howden Buffalo, Inc.

Tobin 44 Wall Street

700 Broadway, 6" Floor New York, NY 1 %%(:Ezi\jgig)
New York, New York 10003 (212)701-4143 ﬁji

212-558-5500 o) r/File No':11231ﬂ8§‘-52m3

parT 20

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME CQOURT CF THE STATE COF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

--------------------- S LT 4 NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.,: 111883/07

Crow, Mary R. as Executrix for Estate
Of Milton F. Crow, & Mary R. Crow,Individually,

Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITE WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no copposition thereto,

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

and cross claimes against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be
dismissed with prejudice and without cost:sF\\ ED
Dated: York New York

Ay , 2013 NU\I 19 208

Weitz & uxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneyg for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Milton Crow v Goulds Pumps Inc, ED
700 Broadway 44 Wall E’REQ i\i

New York, NY 10003 New York ork 10005

(

212) 701- 416@ y 15200

So Ordered:

€ P&ﬁ_{mge

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
_______________________ ‘__.___________.__X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 116178/05
George Angevine,
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

and cross claims against

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

defendant

dismissed with prejudice and without costsF!LED

pursuant to Civil
dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

all claims

Goulds Pumps Inc., be

1

NUV 19 2013

BRK's CEFICE
152

/s 0 CLE T
LY Y et
Rafhu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Goulds Pumps Inc.

44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005
(212) 701-4164

Our File No.. Q#M
I s 4 A

Dated: New York, New York
» {83 , 2013

Weitz & Luxen¥esg\

Attorneys for PlairMiffs

George Angevine

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

. ),

So Ordered: '

Hon. r?zk.

pART 30

Heitler




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105596/05
Joseph Chamides,
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross c¢laims against defendant GoulF“umEB., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

NV 19 W3
Dated: New York, New York ICE
w/y , 2013 ONTY CLERKQKOFF
NEW YO
7/
R&hu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenber Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Joseph Chamides Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005
(212) 701-4164 E)
Sur—Fitepy (‘Eiﬁ\l)&
e GF=
So O : 13
o Ordered NOV‘-520

pART 30




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102945/06
Michael Famighetti,
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Gou?|EurrEDc.,

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: on, New Yor i/New York NOV 19 2013
£,
med A 3T %ﬁ_' . @,@;( LERK'S OFFICE

(= /(Nt

“cho—k:v Raghu Bandlamudl, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenbe Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Michael Famighetti Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005

(212) 701-4164
—G'U:I—'FTTE"NR EBE—@@IA}E;D ]

So Ordered: N0V1.520H

Hon. Sheérry K. Heitler

PART 50




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190393/11
John J. Cotter and Marge Cotter,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, éplalms
and cross claims against defendant Gould *&

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. NﬂN XQ'K“3
 OFF\CH
Dated: New York, New York Cﬁfjuﬁsé?
//f , 2013 COUNT\(NE\N\(OR
Benjamin Darche, Esq. Jggﬁiﬁ M. Taf .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. len and kmen LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys £ Defendant
John J. Cotter and Marge Cotter Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 44 Wall Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005
/ 2 -2000 EéEB
Our FllﬁECEilkﬁ
So Ordered:
NOV 1 5208

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

~
Pf&mT - 0




ORIGINAL

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

: NYCAL
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : J. Sherry Klein Heitler

X Index No.: 190135/13

This Document Relates to: :
: NO OPPOSITION

ROBERT FLAHIVE : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

X
No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff
Robert Flahive was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International
Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix Corporation (“Honeywell”).
WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. D
Dated: New York, New York F \ ‘ E,
N. ,2013

McDermott Will & Emery LLP Belluck & Fox LLP \N 19
. AFFICE

By: .~ x_\\E\NY

. Bryan Belasky, Esq.

340 Madison Avenue 546 Fifth Ave, 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10173 New York, New York 10036
212.681.1575

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc.
fk/a AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to Attorneys for Plaintiffs
The Bendix Corporation

SO ORDERED RE CEI\/ ED

Honorable Sherry Klein Hltler NOV 1 5208

PART 30




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

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b4 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
JOHN J. WARD (dec.), Index No.: _02/118998
02/117156
Plaintiff (s), .99/111360
98/111028
-against- -97/113281
.96/115062
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NO OPPOSITION
NATIONAL GRID, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F“ ED

Dated: New York, New York

(z ‘ NOV ‘193.93
Z‘ E: E ; i 7 ggj\( HK ) QFF‘CE
Matthew T. MacInt?ééEsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2000

CEIVED

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen&y K Heitler



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

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b 4 (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SAM CHIARAVALLOTI (dec.), Index No.: 99/118278

Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and tﬁi‘meED

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
e 2 S a0 ;
NOY 4.9 W3-

et FF\CE
LERK'S O
COUNTY CORK

YT 27 S

Matthew T. MacIntyze Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003

New York, NY 10005 . (212) SSB—SSORECEX\N‘!ED

(212)732-2000

Dated: New York, New York

NOV 1 § 2013

Hon. S K. Heitler PA?‘\{ 30

SC ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROLF HAMMER and MARGARET HAMMER,
Plaintiff(s),
* -against-
ALGOMA HARDWOODS, INC., et. al.
Defendants.
X

Index No.: 190281/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

L.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

WHEREFORE, MANNINGTON MILLS, INC (hereinafter “Mannington Mills) hereby

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, MANNINGTON MILLS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: Ne k,Xew Xork
. ‘v L ‘QM} e g And
f NOV 10 708

Jordan Fpx
BELLUCK
Attorneyls
546 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

q
FOX, LLP.
intiff

SO ORDERED,

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

. Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN DAUB and JEANETTE DAUB, Index No.: 190426/2012
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al., [.A.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER
DENVER?”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant
GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendart, /R DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

Datgfd: I\)Ie kfNe NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFW
NEW YORK
NEW Y . Simone NlCh son Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

50 ORDERED, ~ RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

(212) 681-1575




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et. al.,
Defendants.

X

Index No.: 190326/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

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,

Dated: New Y ew Y rk

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

LERKS
'coU‘“YN(éw NORY Z? w

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

John M. Guerriero, Esq.
7/ SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
J MAHONEY, LTD.
&/ Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

RECEI\/ED

NUV 152013

e, nsu\,,,.

I 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
BETSY ANN ENGLE, as Executrix of the Estate of
ROLLAND M. ENGLE, deceased,

Plaintiff{(s),
-against-

3M COMPANY, et al.

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

Index No.: 190284/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

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 diSFi El Eﬁnd without costs to either party.

NUV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEWYORK/ Q\ M

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEGA

John M. Guerriero, Esq.
McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.

Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

'RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190426/12
JOHN DAUB and JEANETTE DAUB,

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

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: Ney)!ik 7lew York
/ 2213 NN 19 Pl

OFFIC
Y C\_ERKS
carGSS [) pre f

J ohn(})h. Guerriero, Esq.

Jordan C. Fox»,"{‘ i

BELLUCK & F SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorheys for Plaintaff MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Hifth Ave Attorneys for Defendant

New York. NY 10036 850.Third Avenue, Suite 1100 -

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

_,éH&l. Shen

Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 5203

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190361/12
ROBERT GRIFFIN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. SERVICES, INC., Individually and as
Successor-in-Interest to Argo Packing Company, et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

ﬁ d without costs to either party.

BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dlS‘F"tth E 0

Dated: NewY rk] New York
V19 2013
a7 1 l / NO

COUNTY CLERK'S CFFICE

NEW YORK U M
Jordan C. Hox, ,q John M. ‘Guerrlero Esq. \
BELLUCK{& F 'X SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaint MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Ave’, " Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



M Mhew
M&of’\"Lyf“

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190116-10
HELENA FALKENMEYER, Executrix for the I.A.S. Part 30
Estate of WILLIAM FALKENMEYER, and Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
HELEN FALKENMEYER, Individually,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.

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

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

with prejudice and without costs. F ‘\ ‘

Dated: New Yeork, New York

1]y 2013 S nve Vi _

ERK'S &

A 7ec L2, UNTY E YORK

PeterFambini, Esq. Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

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

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

New York, NY 10022

(212) 6517500 RECEIV ED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 115062-96
113281-97
111028-98
RICHARD SMITH JR., as the Executor for the 111360-99
Estate of JOHN J. WARD, 117156-02
118998-02
Plaintiff,
I.LA.S. Part 30
- against - Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claigps an aims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the sarFaiL;EEssed

with prejudice and without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York
[ /2y 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Q NEW YORK
Matthew McIntyre,v Esq./ Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500 RECEI\/ ED
NOV 15 2013

SO ORDERED,

et PART 30



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 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107400
JORDAN JAMES BUTLER 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, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

10/374/3

DATED: ew York, New York

Cpy ey T At

CARL FIGUEROA, S%.I MATTHEW T. MACINTYR%Sb.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P'C.

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

Attorneys for Defendant, ED JORDAN JAMES BUTLER
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

40 Paterson Street
New Brunswick, NJ 08903\ 19 201

SO ORDERED: GOUNT




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
WILLIAM FALKENMEYER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 190116/10
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

James M.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. MARKS, §
E DOHERTY &
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.

530 Saw Mill River Road

Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

ol

éBRIEN

(212) 558-5500 NOV 19 2 Elmsford, New York 10523

OEFIEB45-7301

COUNTY © ERSRK File No.: 473.94606

NE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr§ Kleih Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
RALPH P. NORTH, :
Plamtiff, : NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against
Index No(s).: 190114-13
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, :
successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al., :  NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants. :  JUDGMENT MOTION AND
: ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Hatzel & Buehler, Inc. (“Hatzel”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Hatzel, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant Hatzel be and the same are hereby dismissed without ?‘IEEB

costs.
o
Dated: octoper 17 2013 NV 192
New York, New York ONTY CLERK'S OFFICE
, O
Sstly MTTEY e
Bradley L. Mitchell Erica V. Cesaro, Esquire
Stevens & Lee Levy, Phillips & Kongsberg, LLP
485 Madison Avenue, 20th Floor 800 Third Avenue, 13Kl .,-D
New York, NY 10022 New Yor] 2
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDAR ATTO AINTIFFS

HATZEL & BUEHLER,

SO ORDERED,

SL1 1261223v1 108247.00001



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOSEPH PARKIN, Index No. 190016/2013
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC.,, et al., including
BLACKMER,

Defendants.

X

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are hereby dﬁ'iid wErDce and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York 13
October 24, 2013 NUV 19 20

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORIALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

W REY hne
p , o Z}%\% De Ma;iB, Esq.
245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor 150°Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10167 New York, New Yor] 1\/ ED
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys forBe knle
7}

Joseph Parkin ) 791-0285
NOV 1 52013

(212) 558-5500
e PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ONORATO BALACICH and INGRID BALACICH, Index No. 190287/2013
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, ef al.,
including BLACKMER,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are hereby diS(‘. sede‘ice and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York 0
October 24, 2013 N

CLER“
NEW qVIALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

MQ\“QNQ\_

Joseph Wlﬂ/ams Esq. \ é\&ig e De Mario, Esq.

245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor 150 'Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10167 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Onorato Balacich and Ingrid Balacich (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JACK P. SCAINETTI and MARGARET SCAINETTI, Index No. 190278/13
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant Blackmer with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co—def;; all claims and cross claims against defendant

Blackmer be and the same are hereFi‘\b

Dated:  New York, New York N\_N 19 2“\3

Judice and without costs.

October 24, 2013 ERK'S OFFICE
TY CL RK
COUNT Ligw YO
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - E MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
N O N\ o
SRR TAGY VIR
T, Esq. Gré%JDe Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendan (E@El\l ED

Jack P. Scainetti, et al. (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

Nov 1 5208

pART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

CHARLES WATROS and SARAH WATROS, Index No. 190293/13

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

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al.,
including BLACKMER,

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

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

Dated; New York, New York F \’,\

October 24, 2013 X% ?_“\%
N cF\CE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. e \/ ﬁ %Y & BRADLEY, LLC
T

| WE \

@ *’\ \ARY NN A
David Chandler, Esq. e Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 15 0 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Atiorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Charles Watros, et al. (212) 791-0285 \/ ED
(212) 558-5500 RE CEI-
SO ORDERE Dated: noy 1 52013

Hon.%y Klein Heitler

pPART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

X

MARIE SCHWENKER, Individually and as Executrix for the Index No. 190431/2012
Estate of ROBERT SCHWENKER, .

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,
including BLACKMER,

Defendants.

X

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

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

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

FILED

Dated: New York, New York ‘
October 24, 2013 NUV 1 9 2013

CLERK'S

W/ VAR DN

%Iﬂgi?\( & BRADLEY, LLC

ce De Mario, Es‘q.
159 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Robert Schwenker, et al. (212) 791-0285
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROBERT SOTO and SUZANNE SOTO, Index No. 190290/2012
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al., including
BLACKMER,
Defendants.
X

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are herebyﬁ!d “Eche and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York N\N 19 Zm?’
October 24, 2013
CLERK'S OFFICE

OUNTY

E\N Q\’IALaBY & BRADLEY, LL

Qi A N\Y\ C_.,___,

WEITZ & LUXENBER

tcliffe, E\s'q/. (/ é@c{be Mario, Esq.
dyvay 150)Broadway, Suite 600

, New York 10003 - New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Robert Soto and Suzanne Soto (212)791-0285

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, Dated:

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

HAROLD VOETSCH, Index No. 190045/13

Plaintift,
. NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,
including BLACKMER,

Defendants.
>4
WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

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

REEEILED
Y \F”‘/ NON 19 2003 / %@1

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. S Ez\tkﬁ’raenkel Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG B\SINT SRK MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
NE\N

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Harold Voetsch (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Ia‘éin Heitler pated ——REGEIV ED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

RICHARD B. CARLSEN and SUSAN CARLSEN, Index No. 190083/13

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

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al.,
including BLACKMER,

Defendants.‘

X

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are hereby dismissei with E«Und without costs.

Dated: New York, New York Zm?,
October 24, 2013 NOV 19

CLERK'S OFFICE

NTY
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. cou NEW MQB&BY & BRADLEY, LLC
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Erika Fraenkel, Esq.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer

Richard B. Carlsen and Susan Carlsen (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500
Dated: RECE

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

JEAN DONNAY, Index No. 190118/13

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

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

Defendants.

X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

October 24, 2013

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. v CLERK ALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
O et 38

o
Patti B\*urshtyn, Esq. Erika Fraenkel, Esq.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Jean Donnay (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

~ RECEIVED

Hon. Shes/# Klein Heitler NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN J. CURLEY, Index No. 104830/2002
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.C. and S INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING &
SUPPLY), et al., including BLACKMER,

Defendants.

X

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are hereby dlsmlssed with ﬁdlce and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York 3
October 24, 2013 NQ\J 19 2“\

E
K'S OFF‘C
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P@OUNTY g\\NE$OMLABY & BRADLEY, LI.C

\\\M\N ke~

¢De Marlo, Esq.
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New Ybfk New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
John J. Curley (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED, Dated:




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No. 190385/09

MARGARET J. BLUNDA, EXECUTRIX OF THE
ESTATE OF VITO FRANCIS BLUNDA,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Plaintiff | JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER WITHOUT
- against - PREJUDICE

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Croll-Reynolds Company, Inc., hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant, Croll-Reynolds Company,
Inc., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims
and cross claims against Defendant, Croll-Reynolds Company,

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

without costs. F\LED
Petedt L IBTY YO 10 200
_ .. L GLERKS QFM% %

Kush Shukla, Esqg. (}OUNT E\N\(ORK Johyf B. Newman, Esqg.
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer, P.A. Neyman & Simpson, LLP
110 William Street 845 Third Avenue

26™ Floor Suite 740

New York, NY 10038-3927 New York, NY 10022

(212) 223-9188

Tel: (646) 746-—8 @D
’/ RECE‘E'\i Please direct all communications to:
)

ewman & Simpson, LLP

NOV 1 520\52 Mercer Street

nsack, NJ (07601

oART 307




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JACK ELDON GILL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 106740/00 &

106691/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.
1))

rol

Dat
Frank Ortiz, Esq. James
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA ILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) D DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway L Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 1000 g improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 N “\(3‘?’“\% Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
W oFF\BMI S

C,\,ER\( " 530 Saw Mill River Road
Q\)NT \(NE WY OR! Elmsford, New York 10523

ile No.: 473. 940§EC EIV E D

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

MATTEO J. GUILIANO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 190010/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Jame§ M. qu

WEITZ & LUXENBER D MARKS;-6'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plainti ﬁ{_ DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 N 19 ')_“\3 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 0 F\ge[ actories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
ERKS OF

COUNT\( oW \(QRK 530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523

014)345-7301
File No.: 473.94063

RECEIVED

erry Klein Heitler NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTQS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: ' NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 190246/10

LARRY V. GUMAER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

\o\ ’l/%

2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ﬁ X 3q.
WEITZ & LUXEIE‘&,H. RKS, EILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway NOV 19 2003 Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500_ |ty CLERK'S OFFICER msford, New York 10523

COLRY \EW YORK (914) 345-7301

File No.: 473.94064

SO ORDERED,

<—Hon. siﬁfrlr;vKlein Heitler RECEI_\/ ED

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

WILLIAM LONG I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 1106007/02 &
111056/98 & 108282/96 &
109477/96

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Jamé&s M\Skelly , Bsg)

- D MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plain DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

WEITZ & LUXENBEK ,.
700 Broadway 2 Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003y 19 0 cgo Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 N  OFF\CEImsford, New York 10523

LERK (914) 345-7301

cO\)\\\T“ “\%\N X 03 File No.: 473.94086

SO ORDERED,

" Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

Index No. 190050/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,

Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

Frank Ortiz, Esq. James M. S , Es

WEITZ & LUX XEE ‘ MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaﬁ‘ ) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway 110 208 Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 100084 19 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 . CE Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
COUNTY CLERKS KOFF‘ BMI
NEW YOR 530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

ile No.: 473.837aEcE1V ED

SO ORDERED, NOV 1 52013

Hon. Sher¥y Klein Heitler
PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

THOMAS RAISH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 110269/02 &

126736/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

\o\ 2

, 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXEN P. D MARKS, ©'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plainti DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway 'lm% Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 noN 19 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 S O\:F\Cﬁmsford, New York 10523

cLE (914) 345-7301

JNTY
COUNTLEW YOR®  File No.: 473.94072

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

AUGUST HASBROUCK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 111324/02 &
106999/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

cOsts.
Dated: lo| 2R .2013

James M. Sk y,%

WEITZ & LU R MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for PIghti

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway ?.“\3 Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 1004gN 19 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 QK'S OFF\CE  Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94093

RECEIVED

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

ROBERT S. SABADOSZ I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 109782/00 &
122191/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs. l
Dated: f\ {

Ao =5

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaigt DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/’k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 “()\l 19 ?_“‘3 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a

\CE BMI
ERKS OFF 530 Saw Mill River Road ECE,‘-\" E
td, New York 1052R o3
914) 345-7301 nov 151t

File No.: 473.95760 PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Skerry Klein Heitler



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JOHN R. DRAPER L.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 190116/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f’/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: g \el>® 2013

James M. Skelly , Es

Attorneys for Plaintiff( DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway L Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 , \]QXQ "m\% improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 W\ . e Befactories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
RK BMI
c,oUm\{ %&E YORY 530 Saw Mill River Road
W Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

TPRECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

Hon.—§ein Heitler P A RT 3 O

WEITZ & LUXENBERG\‘ E MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

DAVID WILLIAM FAHY,

Plaintiff, Index No.: 190259-2013

Vs. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Genuine Parts Company, incorrectly sued herein as Genuine
Parts Company Individually and as Successor to NAPA, Rayloc and Colyear Motor Sales,
hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Genuine Parts Company,
incorrectly sued herein as Genuine Parts Company Individually and as Successor to NAPA,
Rayloc and Colyear Motor Sales, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Genuine Parts Company, incorrectly sued herein as Genuine Parts Company
Individually and as Successor to NAPA, Rayloc and Colyear Motor Sales, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ ‘ E. Dated: Buffalo, New York

November , 2013 November "7 , 2013

NOV 19 201
EARLY & STRAUSS ”
CLERKS O
=4 JSQUNTY i YoRK

erell Wilson, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, New York 10017

Attorneys for Defendant
Genume Parts Company

E@gf]w York 14202

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S. C. ART 3 0



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
—— e e i e X

MARIAN WIACEK and MALGORZATA WIACEK,

Index No.: 2012/190096

Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
3M COMPANY, et. al. AND ORDER
Defendants

MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES COMPANY,
Third-Party Plaintiff,

FILED

NEW YORK CITY SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION NOV 19 2013

AUTHORITY; o
NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION: - CUNTY CLERK'g OFFICE
And JOHN DOES (1-25). NEW YORk

Third-Party Defendants
X

WHEREFORE, Third-Party Defendant, The Board of Education of the City
School District of the City of New York (i/s/h/a New York City Board of Education) (“Board of
Education”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 and the NYCAL Amended Case Management Order dated
September 20, 1996, Amended as of February 19, 2003, dismissing Third-Party Plaintiffs’ Third-

Party Complain' against Third-Party Defendant Board of Education Wl,th p.r;p,},ude pand here

_— L
4 R ¥,. v,@ Eena ‘

being no opposition thereto,



ORDERED, that upon notice to Plaintiffs, Defendants and Third-Party Co-

Defendants, all claims and cross claims against third-party defendant Board of Education be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
October 10, 2013

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU
LLP

By: 4,

C?g Blau, Esq

Attorneys Jor Defzndant and Third-Party
Plaintiff

MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES COMPANY
116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10016

(212) 452-5300

COUNTY CLERK'; oo

NEW YORk

SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP

By:

Bruce Strikowsky, Esq. \
Attorneys for Third-Party Defendant

THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NEW
YORK

140 Broadway, Suite 3100

New York, New York 10005-1101

(212) 973-8000

U FICE

mf&z weve

.
v S
vaon i J
W Lo Lo

NOV 6 8 2013

o, ST .}rﬂh
ART 31
-J

\ AL N %«a



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X

WILLIAM DANIELS BORGES, Index No. 190346/2013
Plaintiff,

v.

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et. al. NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants MOTION AND ORDER

—en e =X

WHEREFORE, defendant Viad Corp, f/k/a The Dial Corporation, individually and as
alleged successor-in-interest to Griscom-Russell Company ("Viad”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Viad only with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de EDI claims and cross-claims against
defendant Viad only be and the same ar er‘a th prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013

November"/, 2013

FFICE
P TY CLERK'S O
o R OUN NEW YORK

™~
A

) Bryan Belasky }” cis A. Montbach N

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP //// OUND COTTOW WOLLAN &
i GREENGRASS

Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘ Attomeys for Defendant, Viad
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor One Battery Park Plaza R
New York, NY 10036 New York, NYe-] 8004~ SR
(212) 681-1575 £212) 804-4200 .. v T
SO ORDERED, ANt v

Hon. Sherry#Tein Heitler



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Madison Jennings ORDER
X

Index No.: 190089/13

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES
INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECFE‘.EEIBd the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York ‘
) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
16 [13 NEW YORK
4 7/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C.
2L <
AmbreBrandis— Pt WY Jennifer W
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys forDefendgat
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC.
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP.
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor

New York, New York 10271-0079

(212) 238-4800 RECET_\/ ED

So Ordered: ' NUV’ 15 2013

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
PART 30

..:ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/549724/1



)

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, S.)
This document relates to:
RODGER K. WALDMAN AND SHELLA WALDMAN, : Index No.: 190054/2013

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 to
abex corporation and The American Brake Shoe & Foundry Company),” (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 costs.

Dated: il i ,2013

T /?F \LED

Mark Ribro, Esq. 19 0N 0\) Sara Murphy, £
Attorneys for Plaintiff NN HAWEKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
EARLY & STRAUSS, LL.C. s OFFC% vOUNG LLP

360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ BQ“QT\( \NE\{ ORK Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10017 Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
(212) 986-2233 to Abex Corporation

et, 4th Floor

York, New York 10004

(646) 589-8713
I RECEIVED
W&(ﬂn Heitler NOV 15 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : [.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, S.)
This document relates to: :

KENNETH W. MAXWELL AND CONSTANCE : Index No.: 107598-00
MAXWELL, : .
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 Plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex, with
prejudice, there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: M)V&M[ﬁ/'\( \ ,2013
New York, New York . %
&AMM/V\Q NI EDCA%/‘

’uza?‘/n Ratcliffe, Esq.

\.N e

fred J. Sarge te, Esq.

WEITZ/ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N 19 20 'AWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
Attorneys for Plaintiffs C¥ UNG LLP

700 Broadway Y CLEHM@‘[M Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 COUN NEW Y OPFéumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
(212) 558-5500 to Abex Corporation

eet, 4th Floor
‘e York New York 10004
(212) 897-9655

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

('D\

SO ORDERED,




CLB55436/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
FRANK PRIZZI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 100004/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

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

‘ 3
without Cs. (o I \ ' \3 l LE [::
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 19 2013 Shawnm,tt Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff cjdtorneys for Defendant
i COUNTY CLERK' S OFFI )
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YOR CLEAVER BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sm1y Klein-Heitler
= F=EETR S
ECEIVED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW45710/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
MICHAEL CARTER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 112430/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
- X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. Lol e l \ 3 &

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff OV 19 2013 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway CLERK'S OBRiBVcTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 1000 OQUNTY W YORK 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
NE York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty Klein-Heitler REGEi\j ED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW43887/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
GEORGE BERTOLINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119702/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER “ﬁ‘i be EBme are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

withoygcosts. @\ 3
_j_. NGV 192013
; 2K'S A \_/&
Frank Ortiz, Esq. «UNTLE\LNEsORK Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant

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

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

RECFIVED
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




FBW45921/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOSEPH GARVIN,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119494/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

@-4— FILED /N ¢

Frank Ortiz, Esq. < iUV 4 9 M13Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg COUNTY CLERK SFOEFGEBOILER WORKS
700 Broadway NEW YORBarry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

_ New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600 ECHV D

SO ORDERED,




FBW44564/legal/mosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
FRANK PRIZZI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 100004/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

~0 o+ FILED.) (o

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plainti NUV 19 2013 Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg - FULTON BOILER WORKS

700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S Offr#¢EIcTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New Y, York 10006
o RELENVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




FBW44578/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
HERBERT PFEFFER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 104280/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. t-’('l‘l \3 FILE

NUY "1 9 2013
%13 Charles Neal, Esq.
OUNTY CLERK'S OF tto,%neys for Defendant

Fra Z,
Attorney for Plaintj

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW ON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler R E C E I VE D
NOVT 5 2013

055




FBW44562/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
RONALD OELSCHLAGER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 101090/02
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
. X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. rel2 e FlLED

NOV 19 2013

L Charles Neal, Esq.
OUNTY CLERK'® gﬁg}%s for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORKFULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600
SO ORDERED, RECEIVED

Hon. Sherry Kleth-Heitler
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW45064/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
HARRY SILVERBERG,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- | Index No.: 108537/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cos \0(3\(\3 F,! EDQQ
' ﬁﬁ“v o D

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff TYECVL\'/EH Ko R |&ttorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg YORK  FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
NOV 1 52013

PART 30




FBW44583/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013 ‘
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOSEPH TACKAS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 105058/02 &
190175/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

~ WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary |

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. \0[‘!A“ \ 5 F'LEM \_/<

: N y e
Frank Ortiz, Esq. v 19 2013 Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Ty Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg N CLERk'g OFEJ@TON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Ew YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

e T f T
RECEIVED

SO ORDERED,

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




FBWA45910/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JAMES SCOTT,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119792/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER \ﬁ.iii g‘t e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without cos o3 l / l
D& NOV 19 2013 \/Q

Frank Ortiz, Esq. CLERK'S OFEl@ttes Neal, Esq.

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

New York, New York 10006
) 313-3600

RECFIVED
NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShWKlem Heitler




FBW45918/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
FRED PULVER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 120915/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cggts. \>[°"l\7FILED ;)
&7{— OV 19 2013 %

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff TY CLERK'S OFAtgneys for Defendant

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

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

SO ORDERED, 4
Hon. Sherfy Klein-Heitler R E Cﬁ: z- ‘%/ E D

NOV 1 5 2013

PART 39




FBW44109/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
MICHAEL SHAUGHNESSY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 116605/01
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. {a [\3 QQ
Frank!;mz Esq.

19 2013 Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

%glgrfa{;:v:;nberg cou NTL CLERK'S OFF %I;yTl(\)/IIjT??rf;f iﬁ?ﬁ? i

New York, New York 10003 EW YORK 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
otk, New York 10006

(212) 313 3600

SO ORDERED,
Hon“Sherry Klein-Heitler

RECEIVED
NOV 1 512013

PART 30




FBW32424/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN CLIFFORD,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 121913/97
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
te{a A3

without coffts?

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff \N "'X(.) ?-“\3 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg N < OFF\ICEULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

C\L
New York, New York é;@OSAT\(\\\E\N \(ORK 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New Yeork, New York 10006

SO ORDERED,




CLBS8352/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN R. DRAPER, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190116/08
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
‘ LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

without costs.

| L7 =
) / / /AQ

hael S. Crommer, Esq.

Ratcliffe, Esq.

Attopey for Plaintiff " Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg o 19 2“\3CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway N Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10Q03 CLER\‘/\‘Q RediteBireet, 14" Floor
(1112]1% counNTY M= ~dew York, New York 10006
! NEW Y27212) 3133600

(/
$hef/ Rlein-Heitler

SO ORDERED, /
< 2




DUNS58470./legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JANNIE SWINTON and KELTON LAWRENCE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190167/13
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.; NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a DUNKIRK, DUNKIRK
BOILERS hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR
INTERNATIONAL f/k/a DUNKIRK, DUNKIRK BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a DUNKIRK, DUNKIRK BOILERS be and the same

are hereby dismissed

judice and without costs.

>

Erik Jacobs, Esq. V F\LE‘ / Joseph DiGdregorio, Esq.
tiffs

Attorney for Plainti ?.“ ttorney for ECR INTERNATIONAL
Weitz & Luxenberg “\l 19 DUNKIRK, DUNKIRK BOILERS
700 Broadway S C)\:F 1Ty McTiepnan & Moore

New York, New York
New York, New York 10006

10 gﬁ%NT\( C\\I\‘l;’so K 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
NE

SO ORDERED,




CLB57534/legal/nosjm .
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
SAM CHARAVALLOTI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 118278/99
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
- X

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

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

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

without costs. \ E‘D

Dt ZZ. ROV 19 2003

Matthew Maclntyre,Esq. /

Michael S. Cromer, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff ERK'S CFF¥ttomeys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg QUNTY C-E0 oK CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway > NEW Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10Q03 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

J I( g 33; 2 New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

RECEIVED

NOV 1 52013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




DUNS58467/legal/mosjm/MAY 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
X
JOHN S. BOWER and KATHLEEN BOWER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 106484/93
A.O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
. Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A DUNKIRK BOILERS
hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL
F/K/A DUNKIRK BOILERS without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A DUNKIRK BOILERS be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

WP ED (L L
Adam Dr.ekslcr, Esc'l. ﬂ

Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff \‘\(N 19 ?.“\3 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg F\CBF%%H\ITERNATIONAL FIK/A
700 Broadway cLERKS OF KIRK BOILERS
New York, New Yorlg 1 WY ORK Barry McTiernan & Moore
i ) ‘7 } 5 ; 2 NE 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
212¥313-3600

SO ORDERED,
‘ ey £
RECEIVED
NOV 1 5 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

EDWARD J. DeGEORGIS 106915/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPObION OF NEW YORK, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice an \
Dated: Albertson, New York 4 “&9“7-“\3

ol2% 2013 N JE

LERKS © .

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK

199 Water-Street
ew York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
THOMAS DOHERTY 122138/01
102763/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the Fe“ he&@ssed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

w13 201 NOV 19 900
c>1_ S Z E’i OFFICE
' y CLE
' UNTNE\N O%/ — ——

FRANK ORTIZ "y JAMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. {AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs / Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway " TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &

ONSTRUCTION C@; ING™ 7 7s 7o oo,

199 Water Street o et o 5 L LS

New York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788 Hov 68 208

e

SO ORDERED,

Hon. y K1€in Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
CONRAD J. FASSETT (Deceased) 114784/02
106691/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and tFa‘\‘ areEthissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Albertson, New York e n’
o[ty | 2013 NOV 19 2013

CLERK'S
COUNTY K

‘ NEW YOR e ——— EE——
FRANK ORTIZ ' JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

199 Water Street

New York, New Y§ik' 10038 TS g s e
(212) 513-7788 & “matieil 0

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SMlem Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
JACK ELDON GILL (Deceased) 106740/00
121978/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same a Eﬂlsmlssed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, NTN York F\L

el 23 2013

(= -

FRANK ORTIZ ! OUN E\N

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to~
TISHMAN REAT

ESEDWARDS

199 Water Street

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

SO ORDERED,

HonLSH‘(ry Kleln Heitler




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

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No

MELVYN B. HALPERN and MARCY HALPERN 103068/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X Re: APRIL 2013 IN-
EXTREMIS

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant,
TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

nls ,2013 %

s I o
| f 8 | JAMESEDWARDS
¥ STRAUSS, LLC ! X AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs N A0 ’2“\3 JAttorneys for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue W TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as
New York, NY 10017 . OF £\CBuccessor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY

TY CL & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
cOUN NEW YORK 199 Water Street — 16" Floor
New York, NY 10038
(212) 513-7788 £ o e g

ur File No.: TRTO00PRAE" %, 77 |

SO ORDERED, - NOV 6 8 2013
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

LARRY V. GUMAER (Deceased) 190246/10

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

é‘ﬁﬁ”\(“(t&, 013 ,
NS o q

ES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant
TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
as Successor in Interest to
g ISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038.

, T3-7788 .. . ; 2
SO ORDERED, \ ' -

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, =€
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 y 10 208




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

JAMES W. HILER 190013/10

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

telv3 2013 /

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PP, HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs N\N 19 2“\3 ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 CLERK‘S OFF\CE as Successor in Interest to

COUNTY ORK TISHMAN REALTY &

NEW Y CONSTRUCTION CO
., INC.
199 Water Street
ew-York, New York 10038

SO ORDERED,




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

WILLIAM LONG 122024/98

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INCF ‘1\ the&Dhereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York -
koletr | 2013N oV ™9 2(31’3

W YORK

JAMES EDWARDS
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant

WEITZ & LUXENBE G,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

199 Water-Street
ew York, New York 1(@38 o gy e s
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
GERALD L. MIESOWICZ 107451/00
122186/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
13

K
FRANK oY IZ S EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, - ‘ C,LERK 5 UTY DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs COUN Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

199 Water Street

New York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
NORMAN L. NEWKIRK 109070/00
122188/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

FRANK ORTIZ . o 00
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, e, NV 192 |

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ERIG AYOTASE for Defendant

700 Broadway COUNTY CL N ORKFTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 NE\N as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

er Street
New York, New Yorkﬁé@q&ggm -
(212) 513-7788 o e

SO ORDERED, e

Hon. Sher?j/' Klein Heitler



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
LUIS R. QUINTERO 102739/02
122138/01

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
\2(13 2013

FRANK ORTIZ ‘ ) - . /TAMESEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P'C™igy, - 1 i1 %ﬂ HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs “\l MX /Atto s for Defendant
700 Broadway QK'S SEHAEAL TY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 UNT\( CLE ORXK as Successor in Interest to
cO W YO TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York |
513-7788
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shv{ﬁ Kléin Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, I.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
ANDREW T. CATON (Deceased) ; 107400/02
114078/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson New York

(o238 2013 %
0‘@&‘1 i
FRANK ORTIZ

JAMES EDWARDS
\\ MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,"

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway V  Q f)_ﬂ\% TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 - WU

as S
(3 O et Y&
RK CONSTRUCTION CO»?IN. e
‘Water Street e = Q,L
New York, Ne York YO@%B i
(212) 513-778¢ *-g 013

CLERK
GS N‘AN\N YO

SO ORDERED,

4 P
R A

Hon. rry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
HARRY J. TYNAN 106275/02
120388/01

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, Ngw York

FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(® HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs “(Nﬂ 9 Q.M‘g ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 'Eg REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 cL ERK %0 F\a uccessor in Interest to
COUNTY £\ YORK  TISHMAN REALTY &
N CONSTRUCTION [0/ INC!
/ 199 Water Street U b Bt P e
New York, New York 100&8/
(212) 513-7788 U8 2013
SO ORDERED,

HehSherry Kleln Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
JOSEPH FOSTER and VICTORIA FOSTER, + Index No. 190411/11
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. . MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
- TAS Part 30
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

10)a1 /)3
T/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Inc.
By: /W? By: >
Michael Fanelli, Esq. V Gojni Shoa{-ngini, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 Wesf 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

JOHN MURRAY and MARY MURRAY,

Plaintiff,
-against-
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 190554/12

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: 10/ [ /2013
Harrison, New York

)’?C(\'\\ Budbkhv~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.

Attorneys for Plamttff

700 Broadway \
New York, New York 10003 CRi D OFF
(212)558-5500 : N CLET ek

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Shertis

o ludll.

"

Russell Jamisor;

MARIN GOOD

Attorneys for De¢fe dant
LER/DORR-QLIVER BOILER

2

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

NOV 08 20

i3



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY ILA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190118-13
JEAN M. DONNAY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plamntiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 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: {Q/25 2013

Harrison, New York

o

- T
D i 15
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 20N
Attorneys for Plaintiff “\)\l 9 Attorpeys for Defenda
700 Broadway v OKEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 Ly QLB S ComPANY J
(212)558-5500 gOUN NEW NO™™ 500 Mamaroneck Ave>Suite 501
SO ORDERED: LA

NOV € 8 201

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190118-13
JEAN M. DONNAY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintift, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
~against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 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: {{ MQ 5 ,2013
Harrison, New York
e pILED

oy Russell Jamlﬁon,
ITZ &1L XENBE?(G f’ C MARIN GOODMA
Attorneys for Plaintiff 7.“\ Attorneys for Defendar
700 Broadway Q\] 19 KEELER/DORR—O I R BOILER
New York, New York 10003

N C E\‘w‘ "KOSOO Mamaroneck Ave, u1te 501
CO\)NT EW N ORY Harrison, New York 10528
NE (212) 661-1151

(212)558-5500

HonorabjeSherf$ ' Cin-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 104272/97
113280/97
WILLIAM J. NELSON and CAROL NELSON, 111037/98
109676/99
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

bued: JOLE/1S F“_ED |

M. A Lt NN

Matthew T. Maclntyre, Es RKS OFY
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Coy jNTY CLE 2K

Attorneys for Plaintiff C NE\N YO Attorneys for Defe

700 Broadway KEELER/DORR-

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 114079/02; 107400/02
JORDAN JAMES BUTLER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

ED<_"oy,

and without costs.

Dated: QAo L8 2013

Harrison, New York

A2 7 2.

MNMcher T MeeZ e . i Paul Josephs, Esq. ¥ — —————
WEITZ & LUX/IZNBERG%.C. N\N 19 ?-“‘3 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff e OFF \CMrtorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway T CLERD™ Y KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York IOGLQUN NE\N \(ORK COMPANY

(212)558-5500 ~ 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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

MATTEO J. GUILIANO (Deceased) 190010/08

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Albertson, New York

3123 2013 F | | -,
FRANK ORTIZ —}E@ ARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.™ UNTY C R ., DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NE qt?r&neys for Defendant
700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

199 Water Street

“York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788 E’* T ou o W oo —:)

SO ORDERED, b s e o b

Hon. rWlein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

PHILIP THIBODEAU, Index No.: 190436/12

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-V.- MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al., including
including THE SCOTTS COMPANY, LLC,

Defendant(s).

X

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

opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York F I L Ev D
Z/

b 2013 Co
NOY 10 2013

@ %7 COUNTY czrr;"fe AL
<

Brend%ng i! ully ILEsq NEW Y 1
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP [

yi Connor, Esq
& BRADLEY, LLC

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Philip Thibodeau Scotts Company, LLE 7
(212) 605-6200 212)791-0285 o

NGV € 8 201

SO ORDERED, ’ DATED:
Hon. ghé‘%y Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190300/13
STEPHEN D. HORTON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company (“Reynolds™) hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds, 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, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudjge and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Cri. 22,2013

B

m
~,
", o

L\ ' YA

Daniel %gerberg, Esq. D ﬁa-laefl T Curtis,‘ésq. \
WEITZ & LUXENBEF L MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Bfoadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 100037 4.9 7 New ¥ork, New York 10038
égorneys for Defendant
LE (212) 791-0285
Z oy YORK

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE SOUTHER, Index No. 190194/12
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
including BLACKMER,
Defendants.
X

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

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

Dated:  New York, New YorkF l L E D
October 24, 2013 NUV 1 9 2013

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, BOUNTY CLERK'S MREARY & BRADLEY, LLC

A/ AT

Daniel Bloyrﬂl Esq %é De Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 156’Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Gretchen Souther, et al. (2125791-0285
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

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

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

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

costs.
Dated: New Yo y F(| L
NOV 19 2013 m

N T A Lt i
Matthew T. Maclntyre, Esq‘Q’OUNTY CLE?K osano%hetta Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Ronald Oelschlager, et al. 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, L

[ 4

vy K

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOSEPH FOSTER and VICTORIA FOSTER, Index No. 190411/11
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al.,
including BLACKMER,
Defendants.
X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, Nekal L E D
October 25, 201

NOV 19 2013
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
TY CLERK'S OFFICE
.@‘ )" NEW YORK \
g | WA Y™
Michael Fanelli, Esq. G(?ggé De Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer

Joseph Foster and Victoria Fos -0285

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Dated: N

1 o 70
Heh, stferry KleivHeitler Ny ©§ 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heittler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 105465-99
VALENTE TENORE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2013

\M/w

Phan Alvarado Esq

osario Chetta, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NG\J 19 20\3 Attorneys for Defendant
Valente Tenore, et al. Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway y CLERK S Oﬂﬁ\ﬁgadway, Suite 600
New York, New York lOQQE)UNT EW yORK New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 N (212) 791-028

SO ORDERED,




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
THOMAS M. RAISH (Deceased) 110269/02
126736/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
A2 201

FRANK ORTIZ o [ JAMESEDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. uv ﬁl 9 2013 HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S UFIFIEREALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
1 ater Street
New York, New Ygrk 10038
(212) 513-7788  §'%.

SO ORDERED,

H&.éﬁeﬁy Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
] Index No.
JOHN A. SORENSON (Deceased) 115634/01
111218/01

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

13 2013
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDé
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ) oy Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway NOV .9 ‘A13  TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
LERK'S OFFSHMAN REALTY &
EW YORK CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 Water Street
Ne rk, New York 100318 i gy

(212)513-7788 T

QoUNTY,

SO ORDERED,

HopAherdy Klein Heitler




TMc:CC(pk)
8/27/13

Our File No
S-4088-03

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTY OF NEW YORK .
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 126686/02 and 104016/03
WALTER JOHANNESEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

0

, 971 3
Peter TamKini, Bsq. I L E
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NQY 19 2013
Attorneys for Plaintiff g
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK' ConsolidatedEdison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 NEW Y(;(R?(OFF’C??IK, In%l

rving Place

New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK Index Nos: 109535-01;

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 111029-98; 131286-94
: X ASSIGNED TO:
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION HON. SHERRY KLEIN
X HEITLER
This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION
. . . SUMMARY
CAROL WHITE, as Administratrix to the Estate of JUDGEMENT MOTION

HAROLD J. WHITE, and CAROL WHITE, Individually, AND ORDER

- Plaintiff(s),
Vs.

A.C.and S., INC.
(ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al.,

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again
defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York Nev_y York

eter/ Tafahini, Esq— Timothy M ann, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG COUNTY CLERK'S ORilfzfey forf Défendant
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW YORK' Consolidatel Edison Company of NY, Inc.
700 Broadway ' 4 Jrving Place

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED:

on SHerry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:
New York Asbestos
WILLIAM BROGLIO, Litigation (NYCAL)
Plaintiff
Index No. 190376/2012
- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND ORDER
Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of
name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (“Navistar”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
titled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant, Navistar, along
with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no opposition hereto, it is hereby

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

) , :

International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only known as Navistar,

Inc.), be and the same gre hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: ? 25

Attorn /s for Plalntlff Attorneys for Defendant,

William Broglio Fj L E D International Truck and Engine

245 Park Avenue, 39™ Corporation, (now by operation of name

New York, NY 10167 T change only known as Navistar, Inc.)
NUV l 9 7‘]13 50 S. 16™ Street, 22 Floor

Two Liberty Place
Philadelphia, PA 19102

o a

¥

mww ‘

NOV 0%2%13
T 20
PAKT 5

SO ORDERED:

J.S.C.



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

In RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: :
: New York Asbestos
JEANNE COYLE, as Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH : Litigation (NYCAL)
COYLE, and JEANNE COYLE, Individually :
: Index No. 07/104310

Plaintiffs
- against -
INTERNATIONAL TRUCK and ENGINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CORPORATION, et al. : JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants .

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by
operation of name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (“Navistar’”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint
against defendant, Navistar, along with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no
opposition hereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only
known as Navistar, Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: /D/ 4 7/ /3

Weits & Luxenberg Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC
ILED Zbuitl (ot
Frank Ortiz, Esqu1re Elizabéth A. Weill, Esquire \
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NOV ﬁ 0 9013 Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway International Truck and Engine
New York, NY 100060QUNTY CLE RK'S OFF] CECorporatlon (now by operation of
NEW YORK change only known as Navistar, Inc.)

50 S. 16" Street, 22" Floor
Two-Liberty Place
Phlladelphla PA 19102

f IR m s mg 3 wrmen vy,
é & T

E& ‘» Aw..a‘\\.,rf _ .~ E N »

NOV 6 8 2513

F
w8

SO ORDERED:

s BERE ooy

PR =D

T



OCT. 18. 2013 9:08AM ECKERT SEAMANS NO. 6567 P 16

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LAS. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
ALBERT PRATT, | Index No.: 190037/13
Plaintiff, ;
_against- E NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., eral. ;| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TACO, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, thai upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, TACO, IN C be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains, New York - F ’ L

ol25 R
( 2013 NV

W MNTY -
NEW yan OFFIC

Matthew Fairley, Esq. WWW

Attorney for Defendarnt Sorhey % a@wr .4{ % /) AW

TACO, INC. ALBERT PRATT

ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LL.C WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 700 Broadway

White Plains, New York 10606 New York, New York 10003

(914) 949-2909 (212) 558-5500

S0 ORDERED,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
{S0004364.1) NEW YORK

g/l



0CT. 18. 2013 9:(8AM ECKERT SEAMANS NO. 6587 P 19

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORX
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ; (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
JEAN M. DONNAY, ! Index No.: 190118/13
Plaintiff, ;
_against- i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, efal. | MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. '

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs
complaint against defendant, TACO, 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, TACO, INC., be and the same are hereb dﬁssed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains, New York F ‘ ‘ '

/OlZ? ,2013

oV 19203
T E
ok CLERRS OFFIE
3 — \)l A .
| = BN v
Matthew Fairley, Esq. ~ RetN R0 MARS
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
T4CO, INC. JEAN M. DONNAY
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC WRITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 700 Broadway
White Plains, New York 10606 New York, New York 10003
(914) 949-2909 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Heitler e o T
(50004360.1} NoY 65 203

gl



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

X
In re NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : NYCAL
: ‘Index No.: 190022-13
X
This document relates to: :
SELWYN A. HACKSHAW and :
DORCAS HACKSHAW, : NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
V.
ABB, INC,, et al.
Defendants. :
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
September 30, 2013

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. XON PEABODY LLP
. — FILED oy er
B AT e B

Patti Burshtyn Kathleén M. Balderston
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S Q5% Ktidison Avenue
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK New York, New York 10022
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (212) 940-3000
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (212) 940-3111

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Attorneys for Defendant

SO ORDERED:

Hon.

14385868.2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190393-10
Edwin Pacheo and Ramona Pacheo NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant by its attorneys, AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS” by its attorneys

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

’L‘J 2013

HLE,DQL G fhorrt

S. Howarth, Esq.
ILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
140

BELLUGK f&/ FOQ o
546 Fifth 2 d"Floor WOV 19 ? Broadway, 46" Floor
New York/NY 10036 Néﬁ\@&k NY 10005

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shj ein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190249/11
David L. Friedrichs and Lynda D. Friedrichs NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant by its attorneys, AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS” by its attorneys
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

COsts.

Dated: , 2013
New Ydrk, 0 ED Q‘/LJ M

Jordan Fok, Ejd. S. Howarth, Esq.

BELLUC FOX N \J 19 7-“‘3 LBRAHAM, LAWLER& BUBA

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 14 way, 46™ Floor

New York, NY 10036 COUNTY CLERK® KTaew York, NY 10005

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NE\N YOR Attorneys for Defendant
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor
by merger to Buffalo

SO ORDERED,

Hon.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190501/12
NO OPPOSITION
Michele Santoro and Rose Santoro SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. (“BUFFALO PUMPS”) by its
attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the
avae-entitled case, ‘pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint égainst defendant BUFFALO PUMPS without pfejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto.

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

without costs.

[om Y olbnt

d ¥ Wilbraham, Esquire
S. Howarth, Esquire

7
4
[
-1

THE WILLIAMS LAW FIRM

Lo
245 Park Avenue, 39" Flo@ouﬂ‘ng\R’E\( QBK ILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
New York, NY 10167 ‘ 140 Broadway, 46th Floor e
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) | New York, NY 10005 L

ir & Liquid Systems Corp as succe;@@tdr{ ¢ 173
‘ by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. e w
SO ORDERED, o A T }

ein Heitler



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MADELENA DELLARATA as Administrator for
the Estate of JOHN DELLARATA,
: Index No.: 190248/11

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.B. DICK COMPANY, et. al. 1.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, MANNINGTON MILLS, INC (hereinafter “Mannington Mills”) hereby
requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant MANNINGTON MILLS,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, MANNINGTON MILLS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either partyF ‘LE D

Dated: New York, New Yo

I e M

Ehris Romanelli, Esq = .. FFICE Jplene N. Megenan

WEITZ & LUXENBER@)NN NEW Yb’RK EGAL McCAMB E SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 03-115837
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
BARTOLOMEO J. BARBUTO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-- X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

, 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Santo Borruso, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff \LEDNIXON PEABODY LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 19 7_“‘3 Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
(212) 558-5500 N‘-N s/h/a “Freightliner Corp.”
. @P\Tdscho Quadrangle, Suite 300

NTY, CL E\X(\o . Jericho, N'Y 11753-2728

/ NEW (516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheﬁ-y Kl&m Heitler

14651277.2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 06-104645
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
VINCENT D. PISTONE JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA?”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: _ {0 , 2013
By: By: | K4
Frank Ortiz, Esq. # seph J. Ortego, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. I L E ' to Borruso, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff =¥1XON PEABODY LLP
700 Broadway NOV 19 2013 Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
(212) 558-5500 . 8/Wa “Freightliner Corp.”
COUN,TY CLERK 5 UK jedho Quadrangle, Suite 300
NEW YORK' Jericho, NY 11753-2728
(516) 832-7500 _
USRS o v""’“%{
Hon. Sherry KleinYleitler /

14651277.2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— e e e X NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 08-190040
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ANTHONY R. MAZZELLA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA™), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

o At e

, 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

FILE

NOV 19 2013

Y CLERK's OF
NEVY YORK

COUNT

SO ORDERED,

14651277.2

Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
anto Borruso, Esq.
[XON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
s/Wa “Freightliner Corp.”
F0QEricho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jericho, NY 11753-2728
(516) 832-7500

o 4 i , 1 g B
% KA - 3. F : ¥
E‘v\?& Ganm kpd s e W Bed W

NOV 68 2013
B gy ey )

e,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190117
--- X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CARMINE MONGONI JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
--- X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

ILED %A e

Dated: __\© (‘ﬂ ,2013

By:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

it : oseph J. Ortego, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P'™ NOV 19 201 anto Borruso, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff \N# ’ﬂé ABODY LLP
700 Broadway COUNTY CLEYRC;_&’%)E neys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 NEW aimler Trucks North America, LLC
(212) 558-5500 s/hW/a “Freightliner Corp.”

50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jericho, NY 11753-2728
(516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED,

14651277.2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--- X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 08-111679
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JAMES V. TEMPIO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant DTNA, be and the same ﬁl“byeg with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \ o l\')' » 2013 0\1 19 7.“\
F
\*EsK OF dC‘);Z/L——

JosephJ Ortego, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Santo Borruso, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiff NIXON PEABODY LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
(212) 558-5500 s/hWa “Freightliner Corp.”

50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jericho, NY 11753-2728
(516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED,

14651277.2




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS FX%APL »
LITIGATION A, Part
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 110058/06
THOMAS SIGNORINO AND MAE SIGNORINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant GENLYTE THOMAS GROUP LLC, Successor by merger to
LIGHTOLIER, INC. (“Lightolier”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant Lightolier with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

' apger, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KOI\ES RANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ?‘“‘\ Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue NN A9 FI{W} 6 Fast 27" Street, 12® Floor
New York, NY 10022 50 ork, NY 10016
(212) 605-6200 SUNTY G\\}\,ERORK (212) 452-5300
C M

SO ORDERED,




TMc:CC(jpk)
10/23/13

Our File No
S-5540-99

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTY OF NEW YORK ..
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 190283/13 and 105673/99
JouN F. STOREY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York D
Ocrtiger 93 20 iF “__E

\oy 10208

. DY ERKD OFFL , —
Daniel Wﬁs_e_:r/berg, Esq. NTY cL \(ORK Timothy M. ] .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, €. NEW CAROLE A/B®RSTEIN, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney fot Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598
SO ORDERED: ~. Lo
Hon. Sﬁewﬁﬁéin Heitler




TMc:CC(pk)
WIS

- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

JCOUNTY OF NEW YORK
| NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LAS. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, 1))
T INDEX NO.
* THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 101653/04
HARRY P. ROBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND -
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo;k; e

~ hereby requests summary judgment i in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consohdated Edlson‘ -:v '
: - Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto F

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

5 . against defendant Consolidated Edison CompanFT‘ NG owle W

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

: - ﬁ% NOV 4.9 m

B ey

* Phan Alvarado, Esq. A i A.) TR
' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CAROLE 4. BORSTEIN, ESQ L
- - Attorneys for Plaintiff -Attorney for Defendant - 1.

* 700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Compa.ny of New
<. New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. K
’ 4 Trving Place o
New York, NY 10003-3598 : -~ . -~ i

.. SO ORDERED:




{
¢

TMc:CC(jpk)
8/22/13

/
/’eteﬁ ambini, E4q.
WEITZ & LUX ERG, P.C.

Our File No
S-5204-96

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK .
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 120778/96 and 119636/02
ROBERT STURTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Compan BW York, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and Wlth(F (l E

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway Consolidated Bdison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598
SO ORDERED: DRI T

| I

NOV 68 2013

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



TMc:CC(jpk)

8/19/13
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
_COUNTY OF NEW YORK ..
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 112962/99 and 118748/12
HowaRrD SMITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison ComF)')IEonBAC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. e
NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York
S o 9@1&7%1“15% S OFFICE
' ORK ; j
........ #¢,..»~""‘ M\/
Petet-Tarrbini, Es Txmothy M¢Cann, Esq.
WEITZ & LUX ERG, P.C. CAROLE/A. BORSTEIN, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff R Attorney efendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598
SO ORDERED: 12 TG A
oS cityddef @lkwh‘m‘”m"
Our File No ‘ NOY 08 2013
S-4936-96



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--- X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 03-101768

X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
MICHAEL W. RICKARD JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

\WLER 2

N\.N 19 0 JosephJ Ortego, Esq.

Dated: L© \\’3 ,2013

By:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; . ‘\S@I}{QEOI‘I‘USO Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiff ouNTY CLE\*{\SF;‘,\‘ NIXON PEABODY LLP

700 Broadway NEW Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 Daimler Trucks North America, LLC

(212) 558-5500 s/Wa “Freightliner Corp.”
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jericho, NY 11753-2728
(516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED, > R et et N S
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler § e et S BT
l{}\/ Q (5] L«§

i i .J%w H ‘Wf} V‘“‘;

14651277.2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS : NYCAL
LITIGATION :
X LA.S. Part 30
This Document Relates to: . (SHULMAN, J.)
:  (HEITLER, J.)
ARMANDO GIACHIN, :
Plaintiff, : Index No. 190506/2012
— against —
: NO OPPOSITION
ADSCO MANUFACTURING, LLC, et al,, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
:  MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant ITEMA America, Inc., named as a Defendant individually and
as successor to Sulzer Ruti, Inc. and Sulzer Brothers 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 ITEMA America, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

November #‘ LE-D

NEW v ORavidfaroslaw, Esq.

EARLY & SiTRAUSS, LLC JACOB, MEDINGER & FINNEGAN, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant ITEMA America, Inc.
360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor 1270 Avenue of the Americas, 16™ Floor

New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10020

(212) 986-2233 (212) 524-5000

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sh‘éﬁy K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION P LALS. Part 30
i (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: E
! Index No.: 109573/02, 120395/01
HERBERT RENZ :
AND :
MAUREEN RENZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the vsame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
Vel 2z 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

"

O et fZr ~
wwle @ -h ' Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.\/

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Herbert Renz and Maureen Renz Treadwell Corporation

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

. . .
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 6§ 2013

PART 38



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 109573/02, 120395/01
HERBERT RENZ :
AND ;
MAUREEN RENZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the SMﬁhereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, New York NOV 19 2083
\=l2q 2013

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Herbert Renz and Maureen Renz Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
NOV G 8 2013

Fﬁ w?rgﬂ;;ﬂﬁ

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
! Index No.: 109573/02, 120395/01
HERBERT RENZ :
AND ;
MAUREEN RENZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with
prejudice 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 ?‘tﬁﬂn, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

o3
Dated: New York, New York N‘N 19 L

wol ~t 2013 2o UFFICE
Shaahil ¥ CLER
ncar o —h Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Herbert Renz and Maureen Renz Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

4
&

SO ORDERED,

P, e gy pE oy 7

E W s o Mo din S s b

NOV 68 2013

2572-146




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 121479/97,

RICHARD RYDER, SR. ,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F | L E D

Dated: New Yoik, New York

Lo {4 2013 NOV 19 2013
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
("v.. ~l o-h ' Kerryann‘h‘l-.-@ﬁgf(, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ' Attorney for Defendant
Richard Ryder, Sr. Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry‘f(lé‘l'n Heitler b u e e W e D
ROV 08 2013

1122-21094



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

' (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: '.
» Index No.: 107006/02, 118011/02

MICHAEL D. TESORIERO
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. | LE D
Dated: New York, New York F

2013
lolea NOV 19 2013
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE |
& NEW YORK
ansell,,
...—w\b o -\ Kerry: . Cog .
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Michael D. Tesoriero Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh

1122-7524

NOV ¢ 8 2013

B D s
o kP K
A VAN



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

WILLIAM K. BRADLEY 118941/02, 118315/96,
113279/97, 111077/98,
116634/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., ﬁﬁsor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be ancF ‘h

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York NO\J “9 “2“\3
\Z ( 13,2013
K'S
v CLER
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY

CONSTRUCTION COi; q
99 Water Street

New York, New York 100380V € § 2013

(212) 513-7788

SO0 , , LA B 2
RPERED Mﬁlein Heitler PA ?XT ~ S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
JOSEPH P. BURNS (Deceased) 105624/03
126937/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CQO., INC. be FT tn.eE rUy dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Albertson, New York

ol b
‘;& 200 NV 19 2013
§ .
O 5
JAMES EDWARDS

FRANK ORTIZ YORK

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &

New York, New

(212) 513-7788 o
SO ORDERED, NOV 0 8 2013

/i Heitler AT T
IEVAS B 1S



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)
This Document Relates to;
Index No.: 190089/13

SYLVIA JENNINGS, as Administratix for the

Estate of MADISON JENNINGS, and SYLVIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JENNINGS, Individually JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREF ORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products 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 A. O. Smith Water Products 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. O. Smith Water Products CorrFI EE—:Dme are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs,

NOV 19 2013’
Dated: New Yo 71.(/ New York
/QF [ 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
, NEXS, Y,ORK

s J/

StEn Antoniou McGowan, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MdElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant A. O, Smith Water
New York, NY _10003 Products Company
Bendwmm Pavche, f‘%f, : 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
A New York, New York 10005
- y e, T Ry

NOV € 8 2013

30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleiHeitler

2145617



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190081/13

SALVATOR MURABITO and GIOVANNA - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MURABITO JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc. (improperly pled as Eaton Corporation, individually and as successor in interest to Cutler
Hammer, Inc.) (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Eaton with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby disrr'F‘ ‘ith pre _' and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NUV ,1 9 \2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK N

Al A h O~

; ¢ . Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq.
Joseph P. iams & Associates, .P.C. Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-
245 Park Ave., 39" Floor interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

New York, New York 10167 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York ¥York 10005

2 Rind el
Bay e
B ‘é’cwfﬁ B

NOV 0 8 2013

SO ORDERED,

e ey
ot b e =4
§ im‘kﬂ\ i u}
2130187



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190315/12

ARTHUR H. JUNI JR. and MARY JUNI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant Eaton be and the same are herﬁ iitifﬁuﬁrejudice and without costs.

Dated:/) New York, New York NOV 19 2013

@dxb( LY013 -
/ COUNTY CLERK'SA75
L/ NEW YORK

Chris Romanelli, Esq. Chifistopkéf B. Bladel, Esq. /4

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-

700 Broadway interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

New York, New York 10003 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
p 88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

€M Heitler

2154272



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 190392/12

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Stewart Wamner Corporation (hereinafter “Stewart Warner”), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Stewart Warner, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Stewart Warner be and the P“e lEﬁ‘missed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New Ygrk, New York NOV 19 2013

! O 20130 NTY CLERK'S CFFICE

Myﬂ/m%‘ Nm : W\

Carmen St. Georgé Esq. Josepl@. La‘éala, Esq.‘

Levy, Phillips & Komgsberg, LLP McElrdYy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest
New York, New York 10022 to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC

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

SO ORDERED,

2105840 _1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190299/11

GEORGE W. SMITH and EDNA SMITH
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves,
Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company
(improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually, and as Successor to Aldrich Pumps;
Durco, Durion; BW/IP, Anchor Darling, Superior Goup, Pacific Pumps Sier-Bath Pumps,
Edward Vogt, Vogt Valves, Nordstrom Valves, and Edwards Valve, Inc.) (“Flowserve US”),
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Flowserve US with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantFl‘:tiﬂmEEss claims against

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dlsmlsseﬂ th} ]érelmgce and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York - E
CLERK'S OFFIC

@@ ) COUNT i YORK
David A. Chandler, Esq. Hrian Sorensen, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely
New York, New York 10003 as successor to Edward Valves, Inc. Nordstro‘ alve
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Compﬂap.)g' “d’ Vog&ﬂ al¥e

Company .

88 Pine Street, _.?.4“1 Floor e

SO ORDERED,

Sherry Klet
2127475



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
CECIL W. ABSHER (Deceased) 190252/10

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

Dated: Albertson, New York F I L E D
o|Tv™ 2013

NOV 19 2013

FRANK ORTIZ NTY CLERK'S S EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NEW YORK HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
99 Water Street E Fm g e
New York, New York Y063%- . .- ..
212) 513-77

G2 % NOY 08 2013

200 =y
IS AG BT

et

Ty e

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry lein Heitler



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I[.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
RICHARD BABRAVICH 125795/99
104028/00

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

ILED 2

01 —f =

Dated: Albertson, New York
ol ey 201

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P"%O TY CLE . .. A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YOR:< torneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 ter Street

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 6 8 2013




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
JOSEPH A. BARLETT JR. (Deceased) 125228/00
119390/00
100750/03

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

Dated: Albertson, New York
\oles 2013 FIL

NGV 19 2013

FRANK ORTIZ

— JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(COUNTY CLERR §

INETY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YORR ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INQ,,, T
New York, NY 10003 as Successor m«hm%s‘f”f

TISHMAN REALEY &
CONSTRUCTION Vly@ 2013
199 Wa

ew York, New kxl@t)g ’:3
(212) 513-7788 ‘? . ‘“‘32@

SO ORDERED,

g Sherry‘k‘l'f!in Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

JOSEPH B. BAUM (Deceased) 190345/09

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

Dated: Albertson, (New York F , L E

FRANK ORTIZ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NEW YOk AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

UNTY CLER/ . @’MES,.EDWARDS

N ork, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788
SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

WILLIAM BELANICH 124439/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

Dated: Albertson, lliezv Yorzlgl 3 F | L E D
-j" NOV 19 2013

FRANK TIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBER NTY CLERK wf i ‘I—iﬁ@TY DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YORK_Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to

TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

199 Water Street

ew York, New I;MLOQQSW_ .

(212) 513-7788 i, 74 i 70T

SO ORDERED, T W e

Hon. Shefry Klein Heitler NOVY 0 8 2013

o o
ANl S Q

e

J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
! Index No.: 104271/00, 125782/99
ANTHONY CIPOLLA :
AND z
JO-ANNE CIPOLLA i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York N
v Yoro New York NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

) | NEW YORK ﬂ
Aol o - L Jamie{l. Cooper,Esq. 7

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Anthony Cipolla and Jo-Anne Cipolla Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

b '{. ki ":.:,,w =
Hon. Sherry K&t Heitler @dv“"""’



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 105921/01, 119398/00
WILLARD CONKLIN :
AND }
ELIZABETH CONKLIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F | LE D

Dated: New York, New York

(elaes  ,2013 NOV 19 2013
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE B
& NEW YORK _ { ﬂ -
v B P —
B ) o-" o Jami¢B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Willard Conklin and Elizabeth Conklin Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 ' New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

324-5663AE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
! Index No.: 108101/02,
ROBERT S. COPE :
AND E
MARGARET G. DONOHUE-COPE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘ LE D

Dated: New York, New York
tele s ,2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK ;/ | /ﬁ/’

Jamfe B. Coo]ger, E§q.

e

e

Attorney for Plaintiffs ; Atforney for Defendant

Robert S. Cope and Margaret G. Dofhue-Cope  Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

L4

Horf e Heitler

B s o5 324-6891



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

; (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 100207/01, 119397/00,

100772/03
WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM
AND ;
LINDA CUNNINGHAM : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L .

Dated: New York, New York

toluey 2013 NOV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YO%
| /{_ A
Lo\ o~ Jamib/B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
William Cunningham and Linda Cunningham  Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hons

R

AU ";4 5699U
%’“ b | B

5“"'&'3‘\*



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROSLYN CITRON

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190069/13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products 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. O. Smith Water Products Company b?‘ e E

prejudice and without costs.

ereby dismissed with

ay 10 2013
Dated: New York, New York NU\‘ 13 2 cE
lO , 2013 OFFIC
(;L}ﬁk\YQ\J
7 ) )7 COUNT g YORK
/7 ,y — . |
< o ///’————_————ww \55“~i::>

\e‘cfrmen \f St. George 'Esq

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor
New York, NY 10022

) Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2102490




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 190038/13
THOMAS P. CALLANAN

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products 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. O. Smith Water Products Company bF“e sEéDwreby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York < OFFICE
y CLERK'S
WO\2s~ 2013 COUNT NEW YORK

g N [

ik

Chris“‘lfomanelli, Esq. \
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. M¢éElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
700 Broadway, 6" Floor Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
New York, NY 10003 Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

P New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Neditler

2145420




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:

ALBERT PRATT

Index No.: 190337/13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products 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. O. Smith Water Products CompanFe,attEaBre hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: NewtYork, New York
e(O\Lé ,2013  COUNTY CLERK'S LFFICE
EW YORK
/4 .

/]
// /\,/

Chis] Romanelli, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, NY 10003

L

en Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

S

Hon. Sherry Klein Hitler

2102248




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
' Index No.: 100207/01, 119397/00,

100772/03
WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM
AND ;
LINDA CUNNINGHAM : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F , L E
tel24 2013 e B

NOV 19 2013

e~ L Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney oy for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
William Cunningham and Linda Cunningham  Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

(212) 509- 345?{?{“@:}@%!&{)
NOV 0 § 2013

RT 30

2383-22471AG

SO ORDERED,

o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 100607/01, 119394/00
LAWRENCE J. FARRELL ‘
AND ‘
KATHLEEN FARRELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial EqulpmentF I[aghe same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Noy

Dated: New York, New York c Ig 20 13
colag 2013 OUNTYCLERK
U
NEw YORK UFFIe I
)l e-hi Jamfe/B. cOope‘r Es

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lawrence J. Farrell and Kathleen Farrell Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty'K1dtn Heitler OV 08 2013

:@ ﬂ”"
%}’ ‘:% i< = G 324-56600



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY it NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 190245/09, 105717/02
JOSEPH M. HUNTZ '
AND !
GERALDINE HUNTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E

Dated: New York, New York
telza 2013 N0V192013

COunT

Kr
Ot gt /]
— ﬂ' 'Z
ML:’%L

Jami¢B. Coopeﬁ Esq'.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Joseph M. Huntz and Geraldine Huntz Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

E P Yewm & L
TS A ‘& 5 .
by, Yo Saee? foow rom S

NOV 08 2013 3240000



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: i
Index No.: 119908/98, 108708/01
CHESTER KENDZIORA :
AND :
VIRGINIA KENDZIORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment F ’tnEe e are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

WOV 19
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY
2013 C '
Ew YOR K Flce
(>
= SRU VR, © JamiéB. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Chester Kendziora and Virginia Kendziora Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

K1M Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 1LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 119908/98, 108708/01
CHESTER KENDZIORA ’
AND ;
VIRGINIA KENDZIORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs. D
Dated: New York, New York F ‘LE

\vela® 2013

{’\.) ~

\'vc,,.\‘, o Laura B. Hollman, ﬁsq
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Chester Kendziora and Virginia Kendziora Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, / ,

23 mﬁﬂ.\mm.-.. g f w..:-,,.%
%..Lm. ‘t...aam f, u x,.mmff

NOV O 8 2013722 1944

ART 30

Hon. Sherry leikHeitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
Index No.: 119908/98, 108708/01
CHESTER KENDZIORA :
AND E
VIRIGINIA KENDZIORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F | LE D

Dated: New York, New York

el 0 NOV 19 2013
OUNTY CLERK'S Ui FICE
NEW YORK
[ Y - - KerryaMk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Chester Kendziora and Viriginia Kendziora Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Heitler

NOV 0 8 2013

1122-2109

[
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of

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 105876/02,
EMERSON D. CHANDLER :
AND ;
SHIRLEY CHANDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LED

el 2013

NOV 19 2013
TY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK \/
oo AR i/t
Socle o-h L Jami/B. Cooper; Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Emerson D. Chandler and Shirley Chandler Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kle¥ Heitler

324-67061



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: i
! Index No.: 105876/02,
EMERSON D. CHANDLER
AND ;
SHIRLEY CHANDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F | L E D

Dated: New York, New York
(elra 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

: NEW YORK

Py /\"‘ 'L
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Emerson D. Chandler and Shirley Chandler Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry\ll(/leir}’Heitler

NOV 08 2013 1122-5365
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: .
: Index No.: 105876/02,
EMERSON D. CHANDLER
AND i
SHIRLEY CHANDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LED

relzy 2013 \oV 19 203

CLERK'S OFFICE
o YOR%(Q@/KA

OWYNTY

RN Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Emerson D. Chandler and Shirley Chandler Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She Heitler ey [T T}
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
| Index No.: 105876/02,
EMERSON D. CHANDLER '
AND :
SHIRLEY CHANDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘ LE D

Deted: New Yo ™ ons NOV 10 2013

Y CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTX £\ YORK
Rk o-h=2 Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Emerson D. Chandler and Shirley Chandler Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway _ 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She Heitler

2383-255041




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 126710/02, 110270/02
RONALD 7. KOSIBA '
AND !
MARGARET J. KOSIBA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F | L E D

Dated: New York, New York
(olrey_ 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK {
-~ an———

eV ari Jami& B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald Z. Kosiba and Margaret J. Kosiba Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr K\fé{n Heitler

s Y e i ¥
B p G Y i %,
%‘:‘x AN 324-7070M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
: Index No.: 107220/02,
RICHARD LAWIDA :
AND E
ESTHER LAWIDA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F | LE D

Dated: New York, New York

C
oln 203 NOV 19 2013
UNTY CLERK'® UFFICE
NEW YCLH )
O W Jm1E/B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Richard Lawida and Esther Lawida Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED, / / /

324-6722T

NOV 08203
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 119381/00, 103465/01
JOHN ROBERT MCALLISTER
AND ;
CAROLYN MCALLISTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Ci.l,-bE:Be same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. F l

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013
tolae 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

-NEW YORK
& Py
"‘ .;-:/-———-—
Lk e~ Jafie B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John Robert McAllister and Carolyn McAllister ~ Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
+ Index No.: 190108/09,

JOHN A. METROKA ;
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

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

Col~aq 2013

NOV 19 2013
NTY CLERK's O
& NEW YORK =7 ?E . ﬂ
A p——
el o—hi Jam{¢ B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John A. Metroka Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

8,‘3 324-9192

Nov 082
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190071/09,
JEROME MEYERS :
AND :
MARY MEYERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D
Dated: Nev\v‘j\oiké‘NeW’gg?; F , L E D NOV 19 2013

Nuv 19 2013 COUNTY CLER's UFFICE
YCLl \_-/_ l\!E YPRK
“u L ) -~ .Mf———_
\r_, e—NL , Jamie B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Jerome Meyers and Mary Meyers Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, /
Hon. Sk i#n] Heitler ey fTT
Ez::‘ . ] %,
AW
,"\Em-

324-9183




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

» (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
' Index No.: 100207/01, 119397/00,

WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM 100772/03
AND 1
LINDA CUNNINGHAM :
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F | L E D

Dated: New York, New York
\olz4 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE

9 f : NEW YOR
Q/w'\t, e—"NL ( Matthew D. Sampdf, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

William Cunningham and Linda Cunningham  Atwood & Morri %, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherg Kidn Heitler

9631111




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 100207/01, 119397/00,

100772/03
WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM
AND ;
LINDA CUNNINGHAM | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F ‘LED

Dated: New Yaqrk, New York

ve 29,2013 NOV 19 208
g OFFICE
CLERK'S
Frenk o~ N2 Kerr$aan M.-Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
William Cunningham and Linda Cunningham  Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KIin Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 100207/01, 119397/00,

100772/03
WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM
AND ;
LINDA CUNNINGHAM : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereFl‘r‘issE'Drejudice and

without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York ‘
\e{>~F% 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

X ot Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
William Cunningham and Linda Cunningham  Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, e =Ty fTT ”’}
Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler ' “\‘mﬂ b bW e s



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: 5
» Index No.: 190011/10,

GLADYS MILLER :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York
voles 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

& A

leo-t o Jami&/B. Cooper; Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gladys Miller and Nancie J. Rohmann Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

RV
SO ORDERED, B 2 3
Hon. Nov 08 A

324-9386



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 190011/10,

GLADYS MILLER !
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I ! E '

Dated: New Yogk, New York

\=129 ,2013 NUV 19 2013
. COUNTY CLERK's OFFICE
& YORK
C..,.\ o o-N v Kerryanid-cesk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gladys Miller and Nancie J. Rohmann Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryXley RWML&X? B s
NOY 0 8 2013
1122-23388

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
' Index No.: 190011/10,

GLADYS MILLER ;
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F ' L E

Dated: New York, New York
volzay 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Py e-NT Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gladys Miller and Nancie J. Rohmann Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kl&vh Heitler

Pl o
N =R g e A\
eI bar,

é\ﬁ%ﬂ’ %“”"“" v 1235-23017
NOV 08 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
+ Index No.: 190011/10,

GLADYS MILLER ;
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposttion thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F , L E D

Dated: New Yqrk, New York
N\elrq 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S UFFICE
RK

2, b 2

anle =1 2 Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gladys Miller and Nancie J. Rohmann Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S%’ry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
: Index No.: 190257/09,

ANDREW M. MORMILE ,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F l L E ,.

\o\uﬁ\ ,2013

NOV 19 2013
CO NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
{ = NEW YORK
[ASR W Jami&B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Andrew M. Mormile Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 ’ (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleirYHeitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: !
| Index No.: 110522/00, 121111/97
THOMAS NERI :
AND E
JOSEPHINE NERI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
(ol q_,2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

~Qo+ s/

L \e R v Jami&é. Coopelﬁ Esq./
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Neri and Josephine Neri Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, e 1T
HonSherry K¥ein Heitler ~ %’:l [

wor 08 W \3 L, 3




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: '.
Index No.: 119908/98, 108708/01
CHESTER KENDZIORA '
AND ;
VIRIGINIA KENDZIORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E '

Dated: New York, New York

L=\ 2013 NOV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK's OFFICE

D& & ;( /%L M -
kot o—he Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. i

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Chester Kendziora and Viriginia Kendziora Treadwell Corporation

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
e &‘«f o 2
?gg&;‘” s bowo 1235-1625



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
\ Index No.: 119908/98, 108708/01
CHESTER KENDZIORA :
AND ;
VIRIGINIA KENDZIORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same FTE Eﬁd with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
o vﬁ‘ ,2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
f 1 o-——\‘\ Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Chester Kendziora and Viriginia Kendziora Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, % .
Hon. it] ey f
on. $he ey Heitler e ﬁ «;‘%’ N
(A

PART



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: .
Index No.: 109956/00, 122204/99
GILBERT C. PFLEGER :
AND :
HELEN PFLEGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby FAISE E D'Jdice and

without costs.

NUV 19 2013

Dated: New York, New York

\e(2gq 2013 COUNTY CLERK's OFFICE
NEW YORK
v le o -~ g KemaWk, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Gilbert C. Pfleger and Helen Pfleger Courter & Company, Inc.

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

(212) 558-5500 | (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

et gAY 2,1,‘,411:;}24217
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK |

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 109956/00, 122204/99
GILBERT C. PFLEGER !
AND g
HELEN PFLEGER { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New Yprk, New York
\o\29 |, 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

L/m e e—h v aitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gilbert C. Pfleger and Helen Pfleger Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, RECE LVt
NOV 0§ 2013

PART 3T



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
Index No.: 109956/00, 122204/99
GILBERT C. PFLEGER '
AND ;
HELEN PFLEGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. F l '

Dated: New York, New York L E

o\t 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
_X, NEW YORK

'C/“"‘ '3 o)+ ( Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Gilbert C. Pfleger and Helen Pfleger Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, :
erry Klein Heitler ‘
=TTV D
R ‘*‘*‘“”" 2383 26031Q
PART ZU
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
! Index No.: 190349/10,
JOSEPH PISARRO :
AND !
ELZA PISSARO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L F D

Dated: New York, New York .
\o|lig 2013 NUV 19 2013
1

COUNTY CLERN . OFFICE

G o JamiéB. Cooper, Esq.’
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Joseph Pisarro and Elza Pissaro Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 » (212) 509-3456 o e o oy p e
RECEIVE

NOV 08 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry‘IZlein Heitler

324-9470



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ‘.
. Index No.: 190071/09,
JEROME MEYERS :
AND :
MARY MEYERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
\olva 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

& el e-Ne KerrYana-d=Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Jerome Meyers and Mary Meyers Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryV

122-23172

P
v



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190071/09,
JEROME MEYERS ;
AND ;
MARY MEYERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs.

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

(ol2q 2013

NOV 19 2013
YCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(:_ ke Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. '
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Jerome Meyers and Mary Meyers Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S eitler oo
o w.{;‘ * f '*“,' ( 1;
REC!
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
| Index No.: 190071/09,
JEROME MEYERS :
AND ;
MARY MEYERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the s hEyD’missed with
prejudice and without costs. ﬁ FL

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
\el2q 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
~~Y o-h-+ Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Jerome Meyers and Mary Meyers Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,
Hon. nrHeitler

2383-27914




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 110522/00, 121111/97
THOMAS NERI :
AND :
JOSEPHINE NERI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs

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

9 2013

\ <

NOV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Al 0N Kerry&Qn M. 560k, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Neri and Josephine Neri Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED, A¥)

rw- 54*-» sl W Rl
NOV 08 2013 1122-22059

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
! Index No.: 110522/00, 121111/97
THOMAS NERI :
AND :
JOSEPHINE NERI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby disr'FI E}Ejﬁe and

without costs.
Dated: New Yprk, New York NUV 19 2013

Lelrqy , 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
& % o
Ko le oM Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Neri and Josephine Neri Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, c {/ [ —

RECFIVED
NOV 0§ 2013

PART 30

1235-21573



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
i Index No.: 110522/00, 121111/97
THOMAS NERI 3
AND :
JOSEPHINE NERI : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are herebéismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ' L D

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
\e ‘ L‘\‘ , 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

& NEW YORK
[~

I~ e\ o2 Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Neri and Josephine Neri Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,
Hoé-51 lein Heitler
2383-3090M
RECEL
NOV 08 7013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
! Index No.: 120768/01, 111223/01

VINCENT O'CONNELL !
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. E D
Dated: New York, New York F I L

\o| 29,2013

NUV 19 2013
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
& Z /c NEW YORK
Q- o-hi Janife B. Cooper Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Vincent O'Connell Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, <
Hon. Sherry’ﬁ%in Heitler
el gui ok B W Sy
RECEIVC
324-5986AG
NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 109956/00, 122204/99
GILBERT C. PFLEGER :
AND 5
HELEN PFLEGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York | F l L E D
\ o| 19 , 2013

NUV 19 2013
. T "‘:FICE
ouU Y Lbl\h:.) i
| ﬂ ;ﬁ;y(éw YORK
. T et —
Lok o-¥F0 Jami#B. Coopeﬁ‘, Escf

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gilbert C. Pfleger and Helen Pfleger Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, .

Hor She RYE1 , mm-@\;:”“

oS RECEIVED

NOV 08 2013 szsomx

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
+ Index No.: 111353/02, 106999/02

JAMES G. STEPHENSON ,
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F \L E

wled 2013 \ 19 2
W £
o OFFIC
C\,ERK;K
L& o/ T
N P ——
ek a-hcC JamiefB/. Cooper, Esq. ’
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James G. Stephenson Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 08 2013 324-6711AS

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 't NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 121763/97,
ROMAN SZCZITKA :
AND :
VERA SZCZITKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F\\ ED

Dated: New York, New York o
| 1o 2013 W A2 ' FICE
e
/@ NN Y0
L (7T
N A Jami¢ B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Roman Szczitka and Vera Szczitka Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon RECE{E'\; E@

324-2526



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
+ Index No.: 121763/97,
ROMAN SZCZITKA :
AND :
VERA SZCZITKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby iiimiE‘Bprejudice and

without costs.

3
Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 W e
(olesy 2013 s OFFIC
NTY Gy ORK

cou NEW YO
A . T ﬂ/
' ,.wyl K E Y 17’5&*\.

[N DS _ Laura B. Hollman, Esg.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Roman Szczitka and Vera Szczitka Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 110522/00, 121111/97
THOMAS NERI !
AND ;
JOSEPHINE NERI : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \\ E

o 201

E
 CLERK'S OFFIC
COUNT WY ORK

/ E@%

Dated: New York, New York
welrey 2013 NOV 1

X o~hi Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Neri and Josephine Neri Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED =

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 20



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
: Index No.: 106972/08,
THOMAS FRANZONE :
AND :
GLADYS FRANZONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York D
wlza 2013 F‘\

C~\ o-N- Kerry€on M, Gbok, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Franzone and Gladys Franzone Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

s g %’) 1122-23050

.
wS ez Wl P

NOV 0 8 2013
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: f
i Index No.: 106972/08,
THOMAS FRANZONE '
AND ;
GLADYS FRANZONE : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

f\\f—o

Dated: New York, New York
\olz9q 2013

ws O
‘ R
~ A e Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Thomas Franzone and Gladys Franzone Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED, /

}M‘ Heitler

R E Q %T .E: VF D 123522566

NOV 0 8 2013
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

\ (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 106972/08,
THOMAS FRANZONE '
AND
GLADYS FRANZONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \LED

Dated: New York, New York

\o ‘L—’\ ,2013 N\N 19 ‘2“\3
OFFICE
CLERK S
& OUNTY \N Y ORK
é\, Y o-h<1 N1cole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas Franzone and Gladys Franzone Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ZV

H@e\é% Heitler

?&&&m ?WHEV 2383-27827
NOV 08 2013
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
. Index No.: 126686/02, 104016/03
WALTER JOHANNESEN
AND ;
GRACE JOHANNESEN : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sE‘ereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

o3
Dated: New York, New York N\N 19 L
wlra 2013 o5 OFFICE
T N CL \—\Y\ \)K
cOuN NEW YOR
Qv\ Y e Ke ok, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Walter Johannesen and Grace Johannesen Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 ; (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,
Hon. She k/kpﬁq‘leitler
o o} e%} ga—
Rﬁ{;i LY ED

1122-24299



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
i Index No.: 121763/97,
ROMAN SZCZITKA :
AND f
VERA SZCZITKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

witout ot FILED

Dated: New York, New York
\olaq 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK E :

Lol =" KerryanhM.Cedk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Roman Szczitka and Vera Szczitka Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
s
SO ORDERED, > w;Cf"”i%j -0
Hon. Sherry KleM Heitler RL" i

1122-1382



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

_ | (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
. Index No.: 121763/97,
ROMAN SZCZITKA :
AND :
VERA SZCZITKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

it cos. FILED

Dated: Nevgz({)rwlfgfw’ggilé NOV 19 2083

A g Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Roman Szczitka and Vera Szczitka Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 i (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, %

Hon. S IeiqAeitler
~=(C =AY e
&‘_ - 1235-897
Nov 08 208



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 114014/02,

PHILLIP TAMBASCO :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘\ ED

Dated: New York, New York 1
o log 2013 NOV

LER
g

I S P e

JamiedB. Cooper,\‘Esq.'
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Phillip Tambasco Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

324-7055

‘Nov 0.8 2019

paRT 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: i
. Index No.: 190070/09,
ALLEN R. THOROGOOD :
AND
MARGARET C. THOROGOOD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F “ ED

Dated: New York, New York

volvq 2013 OV 19 2003
CLERK
9 CoUNT\&EVyRK //
I~ . "‘;
Yo o1 . Jami&B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Allen R. Thorogood and Margaret C. Thorogood = Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klemeitler RE Q:‘?\; =D

8 s o

NOV 08 2013 324-9182

pPART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 107217/01, 119376/00
PHILIP J. WALSH ‘
AND ;
ROSE ANN WALSH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CF‘EE are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York .« OFFICE
wl2zgq 2013 o CLERK'S
' cOUN NEW YORK

AT Jam¥€ B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Philip J. Walsh Rose Ann Walsh Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

=CEIVE
N\ o o B

NO\I 0 8 2“\3 324-5795L

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190113/08,
THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ :
AND :
IRENE WOLKIEWICZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial EquipmeFC“ beE@same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Nov 19 203
Dated: New York, New York E
\eleq 2013 ' OFFIC
COUNTY CL=0 Rk
ot 4/
S P T Jam¥ B. Cooper, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Theodore A. Wolkiewicz and Irene Wolkiewicz  Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon: Klem/Heitler

RE C E{EV E D 3249123

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
| Index No.: 112971/00,
MICHAEL RODACK :
AND ;
HELEN RODACK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \LE:D

Dated: New York, New York

telvq 2013 NON 19 200
FICE
C\,ERKS OF
Oz =
SNl o-Tt ' KerryafwM_Gedk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Michael Rodack and Helen Rodack Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 2 9-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry Klein Heitler ;
RE CE? 5

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

1122-24317




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 112971/00,
MICHAEL RODACK :
AND 5
HELEN RODACK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

'
—

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

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

it costs FILED

Dated: New York, New York
Loz 2013 NOV 19 208

>4 NEM
&) o-h= Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Michael Rodack and Helen Rodack Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

\ (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 109747/00, 122191/99
GERALD R. ROOT :
AND ;
SHEILA A. ROOT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘LE D

Dated: New York, New York 3
w=|2q 2013 NOV 19 201

Lo “

CLERK'S OFFICE

ET ./

Y o-h i Jamib/B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gerald R. Root and Sheila A. Root Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 108773/02, 105870/02
ROSS F. RUSSO, JR. :
AND ;
MARYJANE RUSSO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘LED

Dated: New York, New York

velva 2013 NOV 19 2013
CLERK'S OFFICE
& c:ouNT“(\l EW YORK //
i T eypm—

fo -l o1 Jami&B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ross F. Russo, Jr. and Maryjane Russo Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherﬂy/l(lei}ll Heitler

_cEINE
Q\QC 0% e

N . g@ozu



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
. Index No.: 122787/01,
PHILIP T. SCHNEIDER :
AND ;
LAURA SCHNEIDER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F | LE D

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013

L ol 5 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Y e W

-L—vw L o-h b Jamit’B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Philip T. Schneider and Laura Schneider Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shétr;

Yo
Z LS
Q “v’ %\%\\“09;}36{5(3

SN

Il



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

' (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 126706/02, 110270/02
SAL SERENO f
AND ;
SILVIA SERENO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

-_a; d the same are hereby dismissed with

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Fm E
prejudice and without costs.

NUV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York

teleq  ,201EOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
A
E: Z - .~'.
Kol o—bcC W Jamie B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ' Attorney for Defendant
Sal Sereno and Silvia Sereno Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Sl
&/ 3uN0T0Ag

QY



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
| Index No.: 190324/11,29521/92
HENRY M. MANNING '
AND ;
GENEVIEVE MANNING i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L E '

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 2013
tel2q L2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

& arra ﬁD"‘“’f’ /74
ol o Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Henry M. Manning and Genevieve Manning Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

963-780



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
Index No.: 108383/00, 115276/00
JOHN Q. ZERO :
AND ;
MARY ZERO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ' L E ,

Dated: New York, New York

vo |4 2013 NuvY 19 2013
COUNTY CLER, . . ops
NEW YgRrK /?
- o {7~
-\ _,.,}a < Jamib/B. Cooper; Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John Q. Zero and Mary Zero Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

P ;K‘RT 3324-5093AA



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

\ (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 100081/08,
GABRIEL CINTORINO :
AND i
EVA CINTORINO . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hEUnlssed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York N\N 19 2“\3

voleq 2013 « OFFICE

Y CLERV S
Nor\ oo Kerryaniv=o0k, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gabriel Cintorino and Eva Cintorino Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

2PN 24~
,'

Hon. g Heitler

RECEIVED

112222984
NOV 08 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 100081/08,
GABRIEL CINTORINO ‘
AND ;
EVA CINTORINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same an'ﬁ ED with prejudice and

without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: New York, New York
tolaa, 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
) Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. =
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gabriel Cintorino and Eva Cintorino Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr;"'f(lei‘?{ Heitler

RECELV ED

1235-22504
NOV 08 2013
ot “‘ﬁ‘ w’;g

FaE e ks

gﬂt i V"“';“'w i



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
: Index No.: 100081/08,
GABRIEL CINTORINO :
AND :
EVA CINTORINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F l lm E D

Dated: New York, New York
elvd 2013 NUV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

&*_ /\/WV YORK

Lok oo < Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gabriel Cintorino and Eva Cintorino Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

2383-82



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 107099/02, 117579/02
RONALD R. DOEDEMA :
AND :
PATRICIA DOEDEMA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I I E '

Dated: New York, New York ‘
\olesy 2013 NUV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

& NEW YO?K ;

el oh e Kerryafad_Cebk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald R. Doedema and Patricia Doedema Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVE

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

1122-9859



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 107099/02, 117579/02
RONALD R. DOEDEMA :
AND ;
PATRICIA DOEDEMA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York

\oleq 2013 NOV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Y
Rde oL Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. ”
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald R. Doedema and Patricia Doedema Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 : (212) 509-3456

PR

SO ORDERED,

otriry s,

g B,

eiY Heitler RECE?}%; :w :mﬁ‘

NOV 08 2003 1235-9345

PART 30

Hon:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 107099/02, 117579/02
RONALD R. DOEDEMA :
AND :
PATRICIA DOEDEMA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F , L E D
,2013

(= l -

NUV 19 2013
@ UNTY CLERK'S o,
NEW YO ,

e e -1 Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald R. Doedema and Patricia Doedema Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérr Heitler

RECE-E\! Easzsssu

Nov 08 208
T "\l

[ L - T
Fuot 4 G4



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 103640/97,

HOWARD ELSTON ,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York ‘ ’ L E D

Coleq 2013

N
W 19 2013
Co
NEw /

A Kerraan Mook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Howard Elston Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr

RECEIVE D 1122-4003

NOV 0 8 7773
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 103640/97,

HOWARD ELSTON :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be F'LsarE.ve hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

N
Dated: New York, New York 0v1 9 2013
\eleq  ,2013 COyuNnTY CLERK'S OFf|
NEW YORk ~  °F
£ (tor
b e-r e Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Howard Elston Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED, / ///
N >

@% % RE
0
P

1235-3530




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
» Index No.: 104255/97, 113280/97,

JAMES MERCURIO 111035/98
AND 1
ELEANOR MERCURIO ‘
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

ot coss FILED

Dated: New Yoi'k, New York

1elzq 203 NOV 19 2013
g, CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
‘F\/o\_\,\ \c- o~ 1 Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James Mercurio and Eleanor Mercurio Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 50 "
SO ORDERED,

Hon. %M{émitler ) ~ 1 o
RECEIVE]

NOV 08 2013

PART 30
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 190174/09, 122079/97,

125279/99
PAUL MILLER
AND ;
LOUISE MILLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I | E .

Dated: New\&)(l;, SCW;S?; NGOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK's GFFICE

NEW YORK

Nlcole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Paul Miller and Louise Miller Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 .

SO ORDERED,

Mf\mﬂ: ,qmr
F E}H?‘r‘}f“ﬂ
NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

Klei Heitler
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 109573/02, 120395/01
HERBERT RENZ :
AND E
MAUREEN RENZ 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

FILEp

Dated: New York, New York Nuy
Lol 2013 19 2073
| Couny
~/
E
o& P 7
LA a .ﬁD & / &J"M___
RV Ve Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Herbert Renz and Maureen Renz The Fairbanks Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

RECELV ED sorms

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

\ (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 109573/02, 120395/01
HERBERT RENZ :
AND ;
MAUREEN RENZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same ébby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \L

Dated: New Yark, New York N‘N 19 ‘20\3

\ef2q 2013 y GLERK'S OFFICE
1
a o - KerryMook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Herbert Renz and Maureen Renz Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-345
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She'rry Keth Méitler

—
CE‘; Thy
E Lo e 1122-17467



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
\ Index No.: 126686/02, 104016/03
WALTER JOHANNESEN
AND ;
GRACE JOHANNESEN : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F\LED

Dated: New York, New York 3
woleq 2013 NV 18 i)

5 OFFICE
T CLERS SKOF
O (e
Al o-h < Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Walter Johannesen and Grace Johannesen Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 126686/02, 104016/03
WALTER JOHANNESEN
AND :
GRACE JOHANNESEN : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

it o FILED

Dated: Nezonl'c');k;\NeW, \2(8?; NOV 19 2083

COUNTY C\VV ORK

LY oM < Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Walter Johannesen and Grace Johannesen Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

2383-25982pP




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
: Index No.: 121981/99, 106439/00
JOHN J. KRIDLER :
AND ;
YVONNE KRIDLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York
T e las 2013 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
o& g_é NEW YORK é ;

L PP Kerryann We=€uok, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John J. Kridler and Yvonne Kridler Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, W

Hon. eitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 121981/99, 106439/00
JOHN J. KRIDLER 5
AND E
YVONNE KRIDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sameéﬁby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘L

Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013
T
\o\>~A 2013 CLERKS OFFICE
COUNTY K
: NEW YOR
G\ o-h Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John J. Kridler and Yvonne Kridler Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LAS. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
: Index No.: 121981/99, 106439/00
JOHN J. KRIDLER :
AND ;
YVONNE KRIDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the sameﬁ ‘et‘r:fEDi with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NUV 19 %13
celvq 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

0”‘& @£ MAJE

e\ = =he Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John J. Kridler and Yvonne Kridler Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 -

SO ORDERED, Vi ;i%

Hon. ShersK fen Heitler

-y 1Y
x5 gﬁﬁ@\? 0
?‘\ﬁw- g 'LQB 2383-26067A0
Nov 08

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
’ ! Index No.: 190324/11, 29521/92
HENRY M. MANNING ‘
AND 5
GENEVIEVE MANNING : 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 andﬁsame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘L

Dated: New York, New York gy 19 2013
teln 2013

Y
= ()
EMa ‘70&“7\’ / /,, ¥2

Frale oo e Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Henry M. Manning and Genevieve Manning The Fairbanks Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Sﬁ( lem "Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
» Index No.: 190174/09, 122079/97,

125279/99
PAUL MILLER
AND ;
LOUISE MILLER | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the sEﬂ\ereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘

Dated: New York, New York NOV 1 9 20\3
veoleq 2013 RK'S OFF\CE

CLE
CoUNT Y G \W YORK

0ot

e i Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plalntlffs Attorney for Defendant
Paul Miller and Louise Mlller Avocet Enterprises, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

RECEIVED
SO ORDERED,
Hon: NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

722-522



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
. Index No.: 190174/09, 122079/97,

125279/99
PAUL MILLER
AND ;
LOUISE MILLER | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., beﬁl\‘ie SE 6

without costs.

ereby dismissed with prejudice and

m
Dated: New York, New York “0\‘ 19 2 e
L=l 2013 SONTY CLERK\SKOFF\C
wie e\ ¢ Kerryantm=€50k, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Paul Miller and Louise Miller Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

=N

A

Hon. Sherr;hﬁein Heitler RECEE‘\J ED
NOV 08 2013 jimanos

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: f
Index No.: 190324/11, 29521/92
HENRY M. MANNING :
AND ;
GENEVIEVE MANNING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the %ﬁereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘L

Dated: New York, New York NOY 19 200

\olzey 2013 CRyS OFFICE
CL
COUNT\&E\N YORK
OV Kerryann W=CeeX’ Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Henry M. Manning and Genevieve Manning Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

RECEIVED

112213204
NOV 08 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
i Index No.: 190324/11, 29521/92
HENRY M. MANNING :
AND ;
GENEVIEVE MANNING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘LED

Dated: Ne\zi Z\()qr’l:,\New,\z{gil; NOV 19 2013

~) o= Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Henry M. Manning and Genevieve Manning Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry lein Heitler . =
RECELYV D

NOV 08 2013

PART 30
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
' Index No.: 121979/99, 109085/00

ALAN DOUGLAS MARTIN

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and theED hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York N‘:N 19 2“‘3
7, 2013 s NE
COUNTY CLERK JKJFF\CE
NEW YOR
‘c-vm Lo .,h - Kerryani M. Cook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Alan Douglas Martin Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

-‘wﬂ"‘“‘%

REC%:M

NOV 038 2013 1122-14525
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
+ Index No.: 121979/99, 109085/00

ALAN DOUGLAS MARTIN ;
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F | L E D

Dated: New York, New York

Lolwy 2013 NOV 19 2013
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Rranl o~rni | Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Alan Douglas Martin Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

1235-13935




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 121979/99, 109085/00

ALAN DOUGLAS MARTIN

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

without costs. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York
Ao!'a,"\' , 2013 NOV'IQ leg

e o - Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Alan Douglas Martin Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

P iéf\ %Z{T 3@6056M



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 104255/97, 113280/97,

JAMES MERCURIO i 111035/98
AND :
ELEANOR MERCURIO :
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., Fu‘i‘heEe hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. NO‘{] "‘L 9 '7_“\3

Dated: New York, New York CLERK'S OFFICE
ol 2013  GOUNTYC NEW YORK

£ HA=

Q/._\,\\c_ o—N1 Kerrywadd=€00k, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James Mercurio and Eleanor Mercurio Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

New York, New 10004

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

THOMAS J. METZ, INDEX NO.: 102288-06

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are herebg gé sﬁed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F \L

Leli=\n3 NV 10208 _
C
T CLERK™® KOFF\
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Giovénni eging Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS\McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway P Ny g
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y(R E% E:i E Vi: D

212) 558-5500 212)227-7878
(212) @1z NOV 0§ 2013

I 30

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
ELMER F. MULLER,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 115712-05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the SF ‘1he E@ssed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

NOV 10 2013

\%\ \D

&

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

SO ORDERED:

233 Broadway

New York, New Y(R @T@EEVE;}

(212) 227-7878

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

EDWIN A. MURRAY,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

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

INDEX NO.: 102879-05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same ar[-eﬁ ﬁlssed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

Lelio|\3 NOV 19 2013
NTY CLERi w wi TICE
cov NEW YORK

&

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

SO ORDERED:

Hon.

0

o
,,” .
&y K leln" eitler

Gi/é@gni;ﬁegin Esq.

{ ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
iley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878 RE Kx%‘. @

NOV 0 8 2013

SART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

NELSON E. NEWCOMB, INDEX NO.: 102562-06

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and theFanl LJE)Dmissed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: New York, New York NUV wl 9 2013

\- \ \ 2\ \3 COUNTY GLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gibvanti Regina, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. WATERS, HERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102 9@ =y
(212) 558-5500 (212)227-7878 RE Rl
NOV 08 2013
SO ORDERED: P AR

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 190500/2012

DORIS FERRARO and FRANK FERRARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Stewart Warner Corporation (hereinafter “Stewart Warner”), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Stewart Warner, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are herebi dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York NOV j- 9 7013

[0/ 47,2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

/) G P fudl
M@%q(\&(ﬂ%h’ 'y JosepP. La Sala, Esq.
Levy, Phillip, onigsberg, LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest
New York, New York 10022 to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC

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

SO ORDERED,

RECEIViZD
NOV 08 2013

PART 30

2105921 1



ﬂﬂs’w"”‘!ﬁ,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON
BENCE,

Plaintiffs,

V.

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

Defendants.

INDEX NO. 190502-2012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant OWENS-ILLINOIS, 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 OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC. be and the sF rLEﬂssed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Ge%&r}?er 6 .2013

CM‘(-

@W‘&»ﬁ%@/

Jo da ox Esq.

Belluck & Fox, LLP

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

aul Scrudato, ESq.

Schiff Hardin LLP

666 Fifth Avenue, 17" Floor
New York, NY 10103

(212) 753-5000 -

or DefeﬁéOwens-Illmozs Inc.
CEIVED

NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

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

ARTHUR BJONNES, INDEX NO.: 104391-05

Plaintiff(s),

Vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

\o (1213 NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S O
C’ & & NEW YO
/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Giovanni éRegi a, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorne iley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway, g g o sy g e
New York, New York 10003 New York, N& &Yi:k iﬁi}]&f G g
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

) NOV 08 2013

ART 30

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Shgrry K1¥n Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

ROBERT BRESCHARD, INDEX NO.: 100564-06

Plaintiff(s),

VvSs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

=)

(ohe (3 NUV 19 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gloif{nm eging, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS$, McDHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney: iley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y@ Fm ==

(212) 558-5500 3 GLEVL@

NOV 0.8 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK CITY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

INDEX NO.: 105596-05
JOSEPH CHAMIDES,
Plaintiff(s),

vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,ET AL. | UDGMENT MOTION AND

Defendants. ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F I L

\=[12]V NGV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

Frank Ortiz, Esq. , .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McP ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff dey Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878
ik f
RECi- VeD
NOV 08 2013
SO ORDERED: .
Hon i Heitler A ‘i 3 @



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

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

MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI, INDEX NO.: 102945-06

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the Pitﬁy ﬁ smissed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

olia] NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
| % NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

G%/V Regiha, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, MEPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 e WA
RECELIViCW

NOV 08 2013

Kl Heitler PART 30

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

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

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI, INDEX NO.: 115520-05

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the sam? 't segesed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York '
\o\\@l\a NUV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFEICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gi6vanni gina, \Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS|{ McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys fley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FI. ' 233 Broadway 7Y 4 | R Em )
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1f/5- A A=
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

ND\‘! 08 ZGB

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherr‘y—T(Pa'r{ Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

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

GENEVIEVE KOCKLER, INDEX NO.: 105592-05

Plaintiff(s),

Vvs. :

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

=12 v NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF]

cﬂ& % NEW YORK .

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS,

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys

700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 e
Rwhé Tgsnn
. Nov 08208

: AT R

eitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

ROBERT J. LORPER,

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

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

NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 107940-05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the sanFithDed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(- \ v | \D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV 19 2013

"COUNTY CLER
NEwW YQRK

K'S OFF)

/ér(igv i Reginja, Esq.
WATERS, MgPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorn r Riley Power, Inc.

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

MORTON MECKLER, INDEX NO.: 102561-06

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and tFmEEismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
19 2013
\ o\ \2 |13 NOV

COUNTY CLERK'G GivICE

C NEW YORK
& z /

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C" , McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff iley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102&9%’;‘
(212) 558-5500 (212)227-7878 @%‘w%‘ 3
™ M*;Z ‘;f«
ARV 2
SO ORDERED: 4 ? ;g\“’\“

“Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

LOUIS H. SIVERS, INDEX NO.: 115801-05

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

1ol oy 10 23

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
& NEW YORK /£

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

WATERS{ McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys\for Rjl¢y Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7 ‘ Sf:gmm:wga ey

S
s e Bomi o kg gﬁw

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

JOHN STASKO,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

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

INDEX NO.: 110637-05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the sam

Dated: New York, New York F \L

t-\12 3

0.5

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

SO ORDERED:

NN 19 203

e Elﬁy dismissed with prejudice without costs.

. OFF\CE

/( - —

Gio¥anni gina, Esq.
WATERY, MgPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorney Riley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878 e = TY § T
RECEIV =D

Besn o



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

DAVID M. TOBIN, INDEX NO.: 102349-05

Plaintiff(s),

Vs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and ? T‘:::Eﬂdismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

=lials nov 1o 20
's OFFICE
NTY CLERK ?
Frank Ortiz, Esq. o¥anni/Regina, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th F1.
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

<

Y/

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878 RE{: EE\J %D

NOY 08 203

74
(

. A7

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ’ NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

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

WILLIAM M. WILCOX, INDEX NO.: 100307-06

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and theEm‘ L1 missed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: New York, New York NOV 19 2013

\el@\\3 ounTy CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gibvanni Re ina, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff AttorneysTor Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 @E’E\g @";D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

200

SO ORDERED: P ART 3@

Hon. Sherry Klein Réitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

SAMUEL WILLIAMS,

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

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

NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 103409-06

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
vele\\3

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

SO ORDERED:

0 ( ! ! 'S OFF
. NTY CLERK'S

Giovanni Régin , Esq.

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P G- @
Attorneys iley Power, In%,__ T:E C
233 Broadway Tl Lt

New York, New York 1 s :
(212) 227-7878 N\




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

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

FRANKLYN FARRIS as Administrator for
the Estate of JOHN C. BOWEN

Plaintiff(s),

VS,

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

NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 116852-06

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
on:

Lo \\S

VO

, ZOE ‘LED

NOV 10 2013
/,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

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

SO ORDERED:

{ for Riley Power, Inc.

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
SALVATORE A. DePIOLA, INDEX NO.: 113842-06
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F l L 5‘ .

on: e \\§ ,2013.
NUV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'SEX PACE
@—1’ NEW YO 7,
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ( “Giovafini gina, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. WA , McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 ,
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 oy ﬂ’”“:-@

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Shéfrj}( Kleth Heitler P p\?’? :’)G



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OFNEW YORK. . . ___ ... ...
JOSHUA HIRSH, as Executor of the Estate of
ABRAHAM FREUND, deceased, Index No.: 190355/2012
Plaintiff,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to JUDGMENT MOTION

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, ef. al.,

Defendants.

- e e e e e e e e e e e e M e M e e e o e e M e ke om e

WHEREFORE, Defendant Emerson Electric Co., identified herein as “Emerson Electric
Company,” (“Defendant”), requests Summary Judgment in the above entitled case pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant be and the same are hereby dis«FClvh&Bnd without costs.

Dated: Ngw York, New York
October®{, 2013

NUV 19 2013

Te .r%éser, Esq.
drew W. Dean, Esq.
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 345
New York, New York 10170
T: 212.599.5455
Attorneys for Defendant Emerson Electric
Co., identified herein as “Emerson Electric
Company”

T:212.681.1575
Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED:

Hon., Sherry Klein Heitler, J.3.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

GEORGE ANGEVINE, INDEX NO.: 116178-05

Plaintiff(s),

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LED

Chele yious

CLERK'S OFFICE

Y
COUNT N YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. GibvanniRe ina, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ™C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys-for Riley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500

(212),227-7878

=% -
RECEIVED

Nov 0 8 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
EDWARD L. PERRY,
Plaintiff(s),

\AD

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
INDEX NO.: 101274-07

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New{Yor (F I L E .

on:

NUV 19 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C,
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

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

SO ORDERED:

| ' COUNTY CLERK'S
' NEW YO

Giofanni E eéin?l, Esq.
WATER HERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
DONALD B. PRENTICE, INDEX NO.: 101281-07
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York E ! L E D
Lo | Tl 7L

on:
NOV 19 2013

‘ OUNTY CLERK'S
NEW YO! /
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 4

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff s-f6r Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212)227-7878

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
GERARD E. SCHIAVO, INDEX NO.: 112522-06
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yqrk F LL E .
on: 1o | 1S 20

NOV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S O
NEW YOR
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gidvanni Regind\ Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys jley Power, Inc
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 120459/02
JOSEPH INGALLINELLA and VIRGINIA NO OPPOSITION
INGALLINELLA, SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), .gi{];)(]‘;l\lgENT MOTION AND
-against-

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

Defendants.

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

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY,F*(‘ theEA hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cot . NOV 19 2013
'S OF
COUNTY CLERK'S
NEW YORK
SPiaraas NOVASK | E2q . Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

800 Third Avenue, 13 Floor Attorney for Defenda:

~
w ~e T\ ED
New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufactu %@

2137 Route 35, Suite 20\3
Holmdel, New Jersey 07738V 08

pART 30

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry?lein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CONSTANCE MATTESON, as Personal Index No.: 06-113814
Representative for the Estate of LEONARD J. PUSC
and LORRAINE A. PUSC, as Spouse, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
~against-

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC,, et al.,

Defendant(s).

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

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

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

withont cost FILED

Dated: (/]

/7ew ork New Y:r:ﬂ NOV 19 2013
/ COUNTY CLERK'S ICE

Matthew Park, Esq. EW YORK Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Early, Lucarelli, Sweeney & Strauss, LLC Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY
(212) 983-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

JOSEPH L PETELEY,

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

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

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

INDEX NO.: 117266-05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

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

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

L=\tod s NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
' & NEW YORK
. / )

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

GfSvanni Ke yna, Esq.
WATERS, M¢PHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorney. Riley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279 por
(212) 227-7878 RECEP% QD

SO ORDERED: = ART 30

Hon. Shefry Kleth Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

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

EDWARD RICH, INDEX NO.: 106352-05

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same aLE Blssed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
1o \te\\3 NOV 19 2013
GOUNTY CLERK s OFFICE

o) é) ~j‘

Frank Ortiz, Esq. G%Vnni Rﬁréajsq.

WEITZ & LUXENB WATERS, ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th FI. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

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

ANTHONY J. SIMINI, INDEX NO.: 117706-05

Plaintiff(s),

Vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are heﬁdismissed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: New York, New York F \LE

l\2\\3 oy 192013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

g NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gie¥anni egind, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.CY WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys ot Riley Power, Inc.

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kl&in Heiller




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190577-12
HOWARD E. KAPLAN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against-
AMERICAN STANDARD, individually and as
successor-in-interest to Trane Co., et al.,

Defendants.

X

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

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPA? ‘elamE ﬁ are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

OV 19201

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

L Armirey RApRLFsT— NICHOLAs, (oVACK Esg - YLisa M Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLL.C
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10022 factpgin ny
RmEIVAE D

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
NOV 08 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190500/12
DORIS FERRARO and FRANK FERRARO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

ALLEN-BRADLEY COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

X

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

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

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURINF(I(\EEB@ the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. NOV 19 2013

Dated: /¢ /}J // 3
New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Mdrﬁpﬁael,—&sq. BAEMAY Tutly Risa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Pillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufacturing Company
(212) 605-6200 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

837-9019

50 ORDERED RECEIVED

NOV 08 2013

PART 30



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 107016-08
WARREN W. TAVENIERE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against-

AMERICAN EXPORT LINES f/k/a Farrell Lines
Incorporated, et al.

Defendants.

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

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANYFe IatrEBe hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
NOV 19 2013

7Y CLERK'S OFFICE==
NEW YORK

Dated:

New York, New York
o[ 2013 M \

-Audrey-Raphaet;Esq. Cé{/ MM W’Xq\ WPascarella, Esq.

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufacturing Company

2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Hotmdel, New Jersey 07733

NH] RECEIVED
JWW[& NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




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

X
A

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

£,

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190500/12
DORIS FERRARO and FRANK FERRARO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
. ORDER
-against- '

ALLEN-BRADLEY COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, WESTINGHOUSE AIR BRAKE COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, WESTINGHOUSE AIR BRAKE

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defi 1 claims and cross claims against
defendant WESTINGHOUSE AIR B ’ the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. NOV 19 2“\3
Dated: /¢/92//3 | CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 1 NEW YORK

Bt sy Bt b ve st Tl £69 Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg ‘ Forman Perry Watkins Krutz & Tardy, LLP
Attorneys for piaintiﬁ‘&s) Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Westinghouse Air Brake Company
New York, New York 10022 328 Newman Springs Road
(212) 605-6200 Red Bank, New Jersey 07701

(732) 852-4400
SO ORDERED, 22V |,
JudgeStérry Klein Heitler R E C E IV E D
NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190218-12
ELIZABETH HERMAN and FRED HERMAN,  NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER

-against-

ABEX CORPORATION, f/k/a American Brake
Shoe Company, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC. fk/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., hereby
~ requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuént 1o Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintif©s complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
| STANDARD INC., with prejuﬁice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

' TRANE US INC. f/lk/fa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F l L E D

i~ ’[’/)vf/ /3
Now Yofk, New York NOV 19 2013
Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 'COUNTY CLERK'S ORfsiE Pascarella, Fsq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP NEW YORK FORMAN PERRY WATKINS KRUTZ
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TARDY, LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorneys for Defendant
© New York, New York 10022 TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
- (212) 605-6200 ' STANDARD, INC.
328 Newman Springs Road
Red Bank, NJ 07701
_(732) 852-4400
SO ORDERED, RECEIVED
NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30



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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ROSLYN CITRON, Index No.: 190069-13
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same fe hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F | L E

patet: OV 20, %043 NOV 19 2083

New York, New Ygrk
/ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI
1wl e S , NEW YORK

Carmen St. George, Esq. U Lisr¥. Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
800 Third Avenue, 13% Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 BIRD INCORPORATED
2137 Route 3541 ﬁ;\;\/ ED
Holmdel, Nevm

NOV 08 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler



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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

EARL SKINNIDER, Index No.: 190353/2013
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

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

prejudice and vyithoyt costs.
Dated: / ?/JAAZ / )2
ol FIL
4 /
. Pascarella, Esq.

NOV 19 2013
| RV P.C. , ARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) COUNTY CLERK'S OF%%MASZEWSKI, PLLC

245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor NEW YORK Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
(212) 668-1122 STANDARD, INC.

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

RECEIVED

NOV 0§ 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Judge Ste@rry Kle¥n Heitler



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MR. MICHELE SANTORO and MRS. ROSE Index No.: 190501-12
SANTORO,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

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

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

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

FILED

COsts.

NUV 19 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
, P.C. NEW YORK Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
245 Park Avenue Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 Ingersoll Rand C, iy
(212) 668-1122 2137 Route 3&%@% NeD

Holmdel, New J erseg 07733
(732) 837-9019 NOV 0 8 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

JudgeSherry Kiéin Heitler



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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MR. MICHELE SANTORO and MRS. ROSE Index No.: 190501-12

SANTORO
’ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Plaintiff(s), %%BI;IENT MOTION AND

-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed without

prejudice an%ﬂthout osts. F I L E D

Dated: g
NOV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OF
NEW YORKLis2wef. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

The 1111ams Law F1rm P.C.

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLL.C
245 Park Avenue Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 Ingersoll Rand Company
(212) 668-1122 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
olmdel, NCE
(732) 837-90 E@ETVE D
NOV 0 8 2013

SO ORDERED, : : P A RT 3 0

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler




'

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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ONORATO BALACICH and INGRID BALACICH, Index No.: 190287/2013

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

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

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

INGERSOLL7\N1:7MPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
York,

NOV 19 2013 Li§a M. Pascarella, Esq.
PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM

LIAMS LAW FIRM, P.C.

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) COUNTY CLERK'S OFF4CFOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
245 Park Avenue, 39 Floor NEW YORK  Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
(212) 668-1122 2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

J udé—SMl%n Heitler



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ONORATO BALACICH and INGRID BALACICH, Index No.: 190287/2013

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

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

Defendant(s).

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

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

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

prejudice and hout osts. E D
Dated: / ﬂ F ‘ L

NGV 19 2013
VW £ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGESE M. Pascarella, Esq.
ILLIAMS LAW FIRM, P.C. NEW YORK PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff{(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
245 Park Avenue, 39 Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
(212) 668-1122 STANDARD, INC.

2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

“RECEIVED

SO ORDERED, NOV 0 8 2013

Judge SherryKlen Yeitler P A RT 3 G




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
IRVING FEUERMAN, INDEX NO.: 108170-06
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
on: elt

=0 @

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.CY

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED: RECE IVED /

Hon. Sferry Klein Heitler NOV 08 7013

g e
P'iﬁi’ é‘:‘)w‘ R
% WA
} %h £ L3
. & ;%

et u&j



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB,
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs.

Defendants.

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
INDEX NO.: 114637-06

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same mFe‘atiiEBvith prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
on: \0\ \7

&i-
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV 19 2013

igh 1/ Regina, Esq.
WATE S, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
AttorneysAfor Riley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
SANDRA L. MINSTER and RICHARD DALE INDEX NO.: 113490-06
GRAVES as Co-Executors of the ESTATE OF
CHARLES P. GRAVES, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
VS, ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.
Defendants.

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the sam@F \t]ly l . %

Dated: New York, New York
on: Wl oo NOV 19 2013

NE —

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 1ova

with prejudice without costs.

ina, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorngys fof Riley Power, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED: = )
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 08 2013

PART 20



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

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

JEFFREY MONTANTE for the ESTATE OF
MARY L. MONTANTE and LOUIS MONTANTE,
Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

Vs.

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

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

INDEX NO.: 101344-07

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

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

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

thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York OF | L E D
: W f ,2013. 7

on: Lo\

& OUNTY CLERK
' NEW ¥

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gidvann{/Reginy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney; ey Power, Inc
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

[ —
3 0 37 ’::’2 ‘
Fam N H -



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

Index No.: 190157-13

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

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

Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, HOFFMAN/NEW YORKER, INC. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendants, HOFFMAN/NEW YORKER, INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereo,

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

HOFFMAN/NEW YORKER, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne:://ég) 2 o vk F | L E D
Do NOV 19 2013 @/\—‘

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Lisa™™. Pascarella, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICRPASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) NEW YORK & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 HOFFMAN/NEW YORKER, INC.

(212) 558-5500 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

Judge $terry Kleid Heitler R E C E IV E D

NOV 08 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 107016-08
WARREN W. TAVENIERE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against-

AMERICAN EXPORT LINES f/k/a Farrell Lines
Incorporated, et al.

Defendants.

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

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COFAI ‘, bEI ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. NUV 1 9 20]3

Dated:

\/ New York New YorPOU
/o{ 2013
-Audrey RaphactEsq. Cét//ww -
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg

isa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufacturing Company

2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

SO ORDERED,

Judge Stéfry Klein Heitler R E C E IV E D

NOV 0 8 2013

PAKT 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190577-12
HOWARD E, KAPLAN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against-
AMERICAN STANDARD, individually and as
successor-in-interest to Trane Co., et al.,
Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereo,

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, Fr’ EE Dhereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs_.
NUV 19 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S 94/ Cy&w
NEW YORK AN

NlcHo Ao Rowiek E¢g . LﬁaM Pascarella, Esq.

Levy Phillips & Komgsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10022 Rheem Many turing Company

NOV 0 8 2013

J udg-e'Sheny Klein Heitler PA RT 3 0

SO ORDERED,




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190500/12
DORIS FERRARO and FRANK FERRARO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

ALLEN-BRADLEY COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM 1\/’I‘ANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING
COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F , L E D

o712
Dated:
3e ew York, New York NV 19 2013

N .

N
Aud%ael,—&sq. Raimav 7y EWYORK sy M Pascarelia, Esq.
Levy Pillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufacturing Company
(212) 605-6200 oute 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837'9}¥EC§E1V =D

SO ORDERED, NOV 0 8 2013

Judge Sherr); Klein Heitler
PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190436-12
PHILIP THIBODEAU, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against-

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining &
Manufacturing Co., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC f/k/a AMERICAN
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

TRANE US, INC fik/a AMERICAN STAF/izLIlE ,

a d the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

NOV 19 2013
Dated: September 24, 2013
New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI
- NEW YORK Zf Z /2 , /
77 94u TJ(}/ {Dge Thomas M. Toman, Jr., M

' SBERG, LLP FORMAN PERRY WAT KRUTZ
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TARDY, LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 Trane US, Inc. f/k/a American Standard, Inc.
(212) 605-6200 328 Newman Springs Road

Red Bank, NJ 07701
" (732) 852-4400

RECEIVED

Judg?SHerry Klein Heitler NOV 08 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190390-12
THOMAS J. BRIGANTINO and PHYLLIS I;SD%I;ZSB?;T;«%PIT%;{MARY
BRIGANTINO, ORDER AND
Plaintiff(s),
-against-

THOMAS J. BRIGANTINO and PHYLLIS
BRIGANTINO,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, .hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, be and the F*heE Essed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: September 24, 2013
New York, New York NOV 19 2013

Y CLERK'S OFEICE
NEW YOpu IR

Thomas M. Tonlan J q

ori A. Benavides, Esq.

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP FORMAN PERRY WATKINS KRUTZ
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TARDY, LLP
800 Third Avenue - Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
212-605-6200 328 Newman Springs Road

Red Bank, N Eé&}\/ ED

NOV 0 8 2013

MKIén Heitler P A RT 3 O

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190390/12

THOMAS J. BRIGANTINO and PHYLLIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

BRIGANTINO, JUDGMENT MOTION AND

, ORDER
Plaintiff(s),
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et
al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MAN;‘JFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPAF * E EsDare hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

- | )
owes: AN19)/3 OV 19 2013
NeWﬂYork, New York  COUNTY CLE=- s ¢
/jW\ ) M\A/ v v-.‘ii\)FF’m\—
MM

Egq. Jertair TuH;; €39 Dhaa. Pascarella, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor Attorneys for defendant
New York, New York 10022 Rheem Manufacturing Company
(212) 605-6200 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

(732) 8379019 ECEIVED

NOV 08 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

JOHN BRANN, Index No.: 190268/2013
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,,

Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ol|'27 ’\3 FILE

New York, New York 3
7 Nov 19 2013

Bryan Belasky, Esq. . i . Pascarella, Esq.

Belluck & Fox, LLP COUNTY CLERK'S OF é&é rella DiVita Lindenbaum

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) NEW YOPK & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floo Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 BIRD INCORPORATED

(212)681-1575 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED, RECE]_\/ ED

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler
NOv 0.8 2013

pART 30



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 39

X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates 1o: :

NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ARMANDO GIACHIN : MOTION AND ORDER

: Index No.: 190506-2012
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Maersk Line, Limited, (“Maersk™), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint and all amended complaints against defendant Maersk 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 Maersk be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yok, New York 1( / >( (/ /3
/}

Mark S uss%A L,Rﬁthe A. Nepf, B4q.
EARLY USS, L.L.C : THOMPSON HINE LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 335 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10017
SO ORDERED, 7, / CEX .

N r" n “\
231090.1 ?) QFF\CE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ,

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
Index No: 190030/13
This Documen} Relates To:
LOUIS D’ESPOSITO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, ' AND ORDER
-against-
BIRD INCORPORATED, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. (“CSX”) hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 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 CSX be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: [y /u
New York, New Yo

M@) . e

Derell Wilson, Esq. Ruthe A. Nepf, Esq.

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & STRAUSS THOMPSON HINE LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 335 Madison Avenue, 12" Floor
New York, New York 10017 New York New York 10017

(212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED,

248149.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

" COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: X
Index No: 190030/13
This Document Relates To:
LOUIS D’ESPOSITO, " NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, F | L E AND ORDER
-against- N UV 19 2013
BIRD INCORPORATED, et al.,
' ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendants. NEW YORK
X

WHEREFORE, defendant RESIDUAL ENTERPRISES CORPORATION (incorrectly
named “CSX”), AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO SL SERVICE, INC. F/K/A SEA-LAND
SERVICE, INC. (hereinaﬁer “Residual Enterprises Corporation”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 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 RESIDUAL ENTERPRISES CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: It “}7}
New York, New York

Derell Wilson, Esq. ) uthe A. Nepﬂ Esq.

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & STRAUSS THOMPSON HINE LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 335 Madison Avenue, 12% Floor
New York, New York 10017 : New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233 (212) 344-5680 ‘

SO ORDERED,

248151.1




