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SCANNED ON 1/30/2014

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: 190173/12

Isauro Pantoja
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-defend;mts, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Union Carbide Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L E, D

Dated: New York, New York Nyy 27 2013

w/ W\ ,2013
N COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
- NEW YORK
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. YRvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,




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: 190173/12

Isauro Pantoja
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendantk Amchem Products, 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 Amchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New Yo:F \\ ED

w9013

= = 100
Q%\ W Z.rows OFF‘CEQ(V

Charles Ferguson, Esq. NTY U0 SRK Judith A, YWvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
cou YOR

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. NEW DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc.

700 Broadway 116 East 27™ Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,




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: 190203/12

John Logan
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 Corporation, be and thﬁne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \LE“

Dated: New York, New York X 2013

w/uwe 2013 OFF
—~ CLERK'S
QE COUNTY £\ YORK
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. ?ﬁi{z&l\]’isq./&aig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,

y 4 12 J
T T 2V



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; 190203/12
John Logan
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, 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 Amchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

without costs. F ‘ &D
}1“9‘““

Dated: New York, New York

oy 2013

\jf_é\;oum\’ CU RK® O%f\/
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Y\fluc‘hth A. YQvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. : DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc.
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.)
T
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190298/09

Ismenia Gonzalez
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yo New YorlF ‘ !w E D

,2013

- nuv 27 2013
/

N O] ERK!S
Charles Ferguson, Esq. ““UN! l]\lg YOSK Judith A. Yjyvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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. She ‘ . Heitler



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: 190341/09
Weichi Fan
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs

Dated: New York, New York‘ ‘ L"E' D

vt/ v 2013

nuv 27 2013
=
a COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE Q[\/
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YOR Judlth A. Yayitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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. Sherydc-Heitler .



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: 190280/09
Jack D’acquisto
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

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

W20 7 20t

@}" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC(E\,\/
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORNdith A.‘?‘avitz, Esq./Craig Blau, 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,




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: 190317/10
Robert Cristiano
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. ‘ EFD

Dated: New York, New York F \

W /W ,2013 WY 27 2013
oK OFF‘C{\/\

Charles Ferguson, Esq.  —  NEW! OF Judith A. Yavjtz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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,




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: 190293/11

Charles L. Chidester
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F l L@ & D

W/ w2013

e M )

ST COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE__\ /\
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORK judith A. Ya}it2;Fsq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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. Sherry K™ Heftler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190375/09
Orison Cass
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York
WAL 203 gy g7 208

6_%‘ CLERK'S OFF!%P/
COUNT\-(Ir'\AI RK

0 A

Charles Ferguson, Esq. WY TTudith AL Yavtz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,




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: 190259/09
Thomas C. Carroll
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F I !mu E D

\W/vv 2013

NUV 27 2013

%_COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE \[—
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORHudith A. itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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,




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: 190277/09
Nancy Bonelli
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
WwW/V\ 2013

=5 Nuv 27 2013
T~ v cLERK'S OFFICE \ [

Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW vORKudith A. intz, Esq./Craig Blau, 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,




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: 190312/09
Harold Baird
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L & '

Dated: New York, New York ‘
W/Ww 2013 NUV 27 2013

_®OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQE
NEW YORK

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yjavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, 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,

Tl

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler



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: 107574/08
Jamie Ames
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F l gm D

Dated: New York, New York

w/u 52013 NUY 27 2013
£§ _% COUNTY CLERK's OFFI@/\/

Charles Ferguson, Esq. RK Judith A, ¥ vitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER TE 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. Sherty K. Heitlel



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: 190046/11
Julian Alfonso
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F E AM & D

Dated: New York, New York
w/u\ 2013 NUV 27 2013

?{77‘ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
: NEW YORK

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER RRRANTE 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,




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: 190118/11
Joseph Adams
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ! L&u D

VAN ,2013

o Ny 27 2013
é i g v CLERK'S OFFI

AALINT ;
Charles Ferguson, Esq. >~~~ NEW YORKJudith A.\Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, 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,




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: 190266/09
Desmond O’Mara
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F I gmn E D

, 2013 .
R nuv 27 2013 Q
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE N

Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORK Judith A. Yaviyz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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

P A T

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: 190414/10
Louis Oddo
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F L & .

Dated: New York, New York
v/, 2013 WUV 27 2013

- UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (\
A4

NEW YORK
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yavitg Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,




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: 190046/10
Jay Nissinoff
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \L @

Dated: New York, New York S
wW/\W,2013on 2083

COUNTY CL?S&?KOFF\CE
Charles Ferguson, Esq. WEY " " Tudith A. Yavit}, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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,




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:; 190258/11

Doreen Morrison
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F E L E D

Dated: New York, New York
WWL2013 gy 97 203

@ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEWYORW, dith A. Yavit4\ Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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. Sherry K. Heifler



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: 190294/11

William L. Moritz
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York New York F , L E D
/\\,2013
\, NUV 27 2013 Q{\/

COUNTY L=

Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEV‘{,L\}B;??(WEHM{’% Yav11% Esq./Craig Blau, 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. Sherry K. er



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: 190265/11

Edward Kuczwara
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F E L 5 D

Dated: New York, New York
‘\\u/u,2013 nuv 27 2013

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Q NEW YORK A
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yaviz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,




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: 190429/10

Stanley Krameisen
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I !m E .

Dated: New York, New York

W/, 2013 NUV 27 2013
@@COUNTY CLERK'S OF

> NEW YORK /
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yawltz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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,




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: 190014/08
Frank Kofler
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. FQ&”&D

Dated: New York, New York
WA 2013 g 2T

| ‘) s OFF
b§_ GOUNTY Py voRK ﬁf\/

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yayitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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, WL e

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler



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 : 190122/11

Herman Skolnick
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New Yortli,/l‘{?‘j"zg(l);k F ‘ ém Eﬂ D
@ Nuv 27 2013 O /\/

Charles Ferguson, Esq.  GOUNTY CLERK SR LT avitz\Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. NEW YORBARGER 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

L3
[

noe e
A A 3
. .—\.\ osi L

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: 190312/11

Claudia Sanchez
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

Dated: New T?;kl,\Nev’v;g?;k Nuv 27 2013

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. YavitzyEsq./Craig Blau, 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,

L



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: 190215/11
Edward Sadowski
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ! Em D
vy 52013
% Ny 27 2013
' . OFFEICE /\/

o K=
Charles Ferguson, Esq. COUNTY CtEt d1th A. Yavitz,\Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. NEW YO DARGERE TE 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. Sherry K ¥eitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190115/11
Richard Sadlowski
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F I L F D

v/ 2013
NUV 27 2013
%COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE N
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORKJudith A. Yav1tz sq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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. Sherry K. M&itler



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: 190269/10
Glenn Ritzel
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F H L E @

Dated: New York, New York ,
W/ 2013 NUV 27 2013

%—- COUNTY CLERK'S UFFICQ[\/
NEW YOR

Charles Ferguson, Esq. "Yudith A. Yavity, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE 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. Sherry . Heitler



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: 190199/10
Angel Rijo
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F l L E D

Dated: New York, New York

W/, 2013 NUV 27 2013
: UNTY CLERK'S OFF!CE(\
@ cO Y ORK N—"

Charles Ferguson, Esq. WEVW T~ Tudith A. Yavitk] Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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

/

Hon. Sherry K. HeitN¥r

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: 190271/10

Marvin Rich
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. -
Dated: New York, New York F QL D

AV0G20B o 20

£ /
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORRyudith A. YavitX Esq./Craig Blau, 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,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190329/10

James Palumbo
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ LE D

2013
W NV 27 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE /\
Charles Ferguson, Esq. NEW YORRith A. Yav1tz! Esﬁ'./’Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Unlon 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,




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: 190068/10

Dominick Palaio
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 Corporation, Qg e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ & J—

Dated: New York, New York NUV 21 013

, 2013 ‘ E

AR UNTY CLERKS OFFIC
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yavitﬂl Esq./Craig Blau, 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,

HonSherry K. 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: 5
i Index No.: 116426/01, 111219/01

VINCENT BOYLE AND ELLEN BOYLE
 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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice 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

s Fm
ks bt iy
Vil !?

5 i -

% g b s

Dated: New York, New York NUV 27 2013
4 ylo , 2013

without costs.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

L s vmmmcmw
“ M danel Faell: Kérryaan M. Cook, Esq.
WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Vincent Boyle and Ellen Boyle Treadwell Corporation
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

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

SO ORDERED,

1235-12771

{N0256665-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
' Index No.: 116426/01, 111219/01

VINCENT BOYLE AND ELLEN BOYLE |
: 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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice 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

: o i
4 4

% B RED 3
3 5 ik &
2 % -

Dated: New York, New York NUY 2% 2013

without costs.

{ aJ,/ 0 , 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Mo Al Fpvell aanl\{l Cook, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Vincent Boyle and Ellen Boyle
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

"ATVREY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Courter & Company, Inc.

80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

4 Klein Heitler

{N0256659-1}

{N0256670-1}

1122-13299



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.: 107099/02, 114570/02

FLOYD C. BOWDISH AND DOROTHY
BOWDISH : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, with
prejudice and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
n jio , 2013 N\N o 2“\3

TY
et %’7’COUN NEW YORY
Mchael Fiell: Keny@l\‘/‘l‘,,_(;d%k, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Floyd C. Bowdish and Dorothy Bowdish Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

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

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

324-6862C

SN

{N0256672-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. HELLWIG, Index No.: 190509-12
Plaintiffs, SECOND
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS.,
SPIRAX SARCO, INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC. (hereinafter “SPIRAX

SARCO”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross
) SPIRAX SARCO, be and the same are hereby

claims againsydefenda

Plains, New York

gfftains
-
7

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.

Belluck & f odges Walsh Messemer & Moroknek,
Attorneys {a#) LP

/ o
aintiffs ﬂ
546 Fifth Aje, 4™ FI B =

Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 3 SPIRAX SARCO, INC.

(212) 681-1576 nov 27 201 55 Church Street, Suite 211
v ovihite Plains, NY 10601
COUNTY CLths O e‘ll:ﬁ914-385-6000
NEW Y Fax: 914-385-6060

Jordan C. |

So Ordered: J.S.C.




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

X
HERMAN BRESSEL and FRANCOISE BRESSEL, Index No.: 190046-13
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
COPES VULCAN, INC._, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES VULCAN, INC. (hereinafter “COPES
VULCAN”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against Defendant, COPES VULCAN, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: ImtEiPé%i?g, New York
o FILED, L

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. NOV 27 zﬂxNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. odges Walsh & Siater, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Atto %‘!L%i Defendant

700 Broadway COUNTY CLER %é%ég CAN, INC.

New York, New York 10003 NEW Y hurch Street, Suite 211
(212) 681-1575 White Plains, NY 10601

Tel: 914-385-6000
Fax: 914-385-6060

So Ordered: J.S.C.




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

X
JACK P. SCAINETTI and MARGARET SCAINETTI Index No.: 190278-13
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against —- SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,CO.,
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as
Successor to SARCO COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as
successor to SARCO COMPANY (hereinafter “SARCO”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, SARCO,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: \« ite Plains, New York
" 4
avid. Chandler Esq. — CYNTHIA K, MESSEMER, ESQ.

Weitz & Luxenberg
Moroknek\ LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff F %L
700 Broadway koo Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 ; SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as
(212) 558-5500 NOV 27 2013 successor to SARCO COMPANY
) Church Street, Suite 211
COUNTY CLER > OFFI\ARite Plains, NY 10601
EW YORK Tel: 914-385-6000

D Hodges Walsh Messemer &

So Ordered: J.S.C.




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: 190299/11

George W. Smith
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

o

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

AU 201FH.. )

P

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. Yavitz|/Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGERE TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK'S OFFAggmeys for Union Carbide Corporation

700 Broadway NEW YORK {16 East 27t Street, 12 Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

£ G es T C
Hon. StérryK _Heiger
(Rl BN S e - 5



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.: 123971/94,
JEROME DIMARIA ’
AND :
JOAN DIMARIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i 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

Y ,2013 FEL ,.,D

NUV 27 2013

/W COUNTY CLERK

Medined Forvell. NEW YORHitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Jerome DiMaria and Joan DiMaria 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 -3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S}Teﬁy Klein Heitler © - -

1235-24100



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.: 190237/11

WILLIAM T. CRUGER AND ALEXIS
CRUGER | 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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice 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 %%ﬂ -

n Jro ,2013
oV 27 2013

=/ ~EOUNTY CLERKS
' — N YOR

0. Cnaet Fasis NEW pfTyann )M Cook, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCCTIVREY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
William T. Cruger and Alexis Cruger Treadwell Corporation
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York, New York 10004
9-3456

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

SO ORDERED,

1235-23663

{N0256653-1}



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.: 190237/11

WILLIAM T. CRUGER AND ALEXIS
CRUGER : 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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice 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

Dated: New York, New York
T ,2013 MUV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
= NEW YORK ééé.’
A

without costs.

Mimoe b TRV KerWook, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
William T. Cruger and Alexis Cruger Courter & Company, Inc.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

1122-24007

{N0256643-1}



Pete

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
t (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :

| Index No.: 190050/09,
RONALD P. MCDONOUGH ;
----- : { 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 E L o

Dated: New York, New York _
i fi3_ 2013 WOV 27 2013
/

ey OOUNT BN YORK

Ml —
ambini, s Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

MCDONOUGH, RONALD P. 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 9-3456

SO ORDERED, ,
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2383-27919



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.: 190050/09,

RONALD P. MCDONOUGH .
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, T;eadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F E L E D

Dated: New York, New York _
“l (3 L2013 NUV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

g

/P%r Tabbifii, Esq. 1cole Wesselmann, Esq.
- Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

- MCDONOUGH, RONALD P. 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 Rejy/Heitler

123522771



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.: 190050/09,
RONALD P. MCDONOUGH :
| 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 deféndant, 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. l F I L E
~ Dated: New York, New York iy by [l

s 2013 NOV 27 2013
: /"ﬂ > COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
B e NEW YO W/
£ Peter Tarfibifi, Bsq. Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
‘ Attorney for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant
“McCDONOUGH, RONALD P, 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,

112223154




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ’.
Index No.: 104693/00, 125779/99
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON '
AND S
MARY GHOLSON 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.,

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LED

, 2013
NTY CLERKS 5 OFFICE
AL P—" T gw o

M\/(bf W\(, co. ¥ 1cole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Benjamin F. Gholson and Mary Gholson 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,

Pl T 2383.06057AQ



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.: 104693/00, 125779/99
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON !
AND :
MARY GHOLSON { 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 E L E D

Dated: New York, New York

Nowmber |, 2013 Nuv 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK V
DAVID T feeeY e, Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Benjamin F. Gholson and Mary Gholson 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,

1235-11561



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, 1.)

This Document Relates to: .
Index No.: 104693/00, 125779/99
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON
AND 5
MARY GHOLSON 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 &

Dated: New York, New York

Novembe |, 2013 NOV &27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK 4 ,
Do LT
OAVID J. (AReY. EXB.. Kerrfean Mook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Benjamin F. Gholson and Mary Gholson 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 1000

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

1122-12109



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190283/10
JEANNE GALLETTA as Executrix for the Estate of NO OPPOSITION
JOHN GALLETTA and JEANNE GALLETTA, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Individually MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Co ye are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

WUV 27 2013

Dated:  New York, New York
Q | COYNTY CLERK'S OF
NEW YORK

without costs.

o~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Mjhael J. C\{n’tis, Esq. N

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MAI'ABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190435/10

JOSEPHINE FERNANDEZ, as Executrix for the Estate NO OPPOSITION
of ANTONIO FERNANDEZ, and JOSEPHINE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
FERNANDEZ, Individually MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

without costs. F \L D

Dated: New York, New Yor]g“N on 2013
WD 201

?
/

CLERV\'S OFFl ’ '

NEW YORK \
Frank Ortiz, Esq. « Micﬁw . burtis, Esq. =
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MADAXBY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

Lo
| I

Dated: ROV LoD a0l

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 L.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 118547/98
ANNE E. FAMILO, Individually and as Personal NO OPPOSITION
Representative for the Estate of GEORGE T. FAMILO SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SR. MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New Ek
Wl 20080V 27 w3

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Mlchael LI[ Curt1s Esq
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

) 791-0285

o

Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 101521/05

JAMES C. DEAN as Executor for the Estate of KARIN NO OPPOSITION
R. DEAN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto, 1t is

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

without costs. F l E ‘

Dated:  New York, New York NUV 27 2013
wl% 2013

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
A
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190326/10
JOHN CHAMPEN and JUANITA CAMPEN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos

Corporation” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant

Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Comﬁy‘Er%

oV 27 2013

W\ T 5 U
NEW YORK/™
]

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

ge are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
ISO‘ffroadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant -

12) 791-0285 ‘

Dated: Lo




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 111414/98
RAYMOND BAKER and DORIS BAKER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

without costs. F ‘LED

Dated:  New Y\O\,ﬂ(’% New’;(gil; NOV 21 201
v (‘\ th

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael T Curtls Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

b

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

S~
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PHILOMENA L. ADAMS, as Executrix for the Estate of
GEORGE W. ADAMS, and PHILOMENA L. ADAMS,
Individually

NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30

Index No. 126682/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

TR

3

Dated:  New York, New York NOV 27 zm

, 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER

wil® :
TY CLERK'S OFHICE
NEW YORK
Michael
> MAL

J. Curtis, Esq.
Y & BRADLEY, LL.C

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 791-0285




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

EDWARD SERRONE, as Executor for the Estate : Index No. 190470/11

of UGO D. SERRONE,
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
agains Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as . [AS Part30

successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC.,
etal., .

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Dunlop Tires North America, Ltd. hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Goodyear Dunlop Tires North America, Ltd. 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 Dunlop Tires North America, Ltd. be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and withF% b B
Dated: New York, New $ork

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. .\ coy's O¥REEEDASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for PlaintifﬁOUNT\‘(\lE W y ORKAttomeys for Defendant

Goodyear Dunlop Tires North America, Ltd.

<

By:. - By: .

~ Samud Mgiro%itz / 6/, / ) 3 Jennifer T. Childs
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 Yor,

SO ORDERED: W, S
H%erry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




ORIGINAL

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
(J. Sherry Klein Heitler)

This Document Relates to: : Index No.: 190149/13

BERNARD T. TARPEY : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that
Bernard T. Tarpey was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell
International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix
Corporation (“Honeywell”).

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
IQ:?J,\ ,2013FHLED

McDermott Will & Emery LLP ~ NUY 27 2013 Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

: By:

Donald R. PuXliese, Esy. NEW YORK Daniel J. Wasserberg, Esq.
340 Madison Avenue 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10173 New York, New York 10007
Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. “Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jk/a AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-intere,
The Bendix Corporation

SO ORDERED

Honorable Sherry KleinHertler NI I



ORIGINAL

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

x  NYCAL
J. Sherry Klein Heitler

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No.: 19028713

This Document Relates to: : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ONORATO BALACICH : MOTION AND ORDER
: WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff
Onorato Balacich was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell
International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation
(“Honeywell”).

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 8 b
T/ b ,2013F‘ -
Hf _—

McDermott Will & Emery LLP N‘N 2\7 2[“3 The Williams Law ’ C.

- : 7
340 Madison Avenue 245 park Avenue — 39th Flo>w
New York, New York 10173 New York, New York 10167
Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. Attorneys for Plaintiffs
fk/a AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to
The Bendix Corporation

SO ORDERED ‘ e

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler ’ P e e -



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113102/98
CHRISTIAN MERRILL and JUNE MERRILL NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

without costs

Dated: New York, New YE a B Brrery oo
LD 2010V 27 2013
" ' 34&" YCU: 5 OFFICE [~ /%1

Frank Ortlz Esq Mlcﬁ@y{J Curtis, Esq ~/

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

NIV 91 ooy

SO ORDERED, Dated: 1250
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e U




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113073/02, 106579/02
JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, for the Estate of JAMES E. NO OPPOSITION
MCcCABE, and SHIRLEY McCABE, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

without costs. F ﬁ L

Nuv 27 2013

Dated: New Yoﬁé\lew York
. \\ , 2013
ot o)

3,

&w NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michhel . Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ™ MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

JOSEPH RICHARD MAYBURY

Index No. 100609/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs. F E % E .

Dated:  New York, New York NUV 27 2013

TY CLERK'S ow? 0

NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

ael 7 Curtis, Esq
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 791-0285

Dated:

vy e ey
3.";\/ CDTRE B
o P R S



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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 103265/03

INGRID MAURER, Individually and as Executrix for NO OPPOSITION

the Estate of KLAUS MAURER SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

X

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

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

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. < Michhel/J. Ofttis, Esq.

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

1 ORDERED. that nhan nntica ta all me 4. o



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

DONALD SPAETH, Individually and as Executor of : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
the Estate of JEAN SPAETH, : JUDGMENT MOTION

Plaintiff(s),
-against- Index No. 190251/10

3M €OMPANY {/k/a MINNESOTA MINING &
MANUFACTURING CO., ET AL.

Defendants.

X

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

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

without costs. F | I

Dated: New York, New,Yo k ,
’ NUV 2 7 013

ITY CLERK'S OFF!

st

: 0 ]. d2x Réé‘{/ By: Alexdddra Y. Bystritskaya, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10022 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for PLAINTIFFS Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue
New ork 10016

2 212- 593 6700
F:212-593-6970

SO ORDERED: ' [~ o
HON. 8BHFRRY KLEIN HEITLER ' .
\] 2 g Lo

A

{01354148.DOCX }




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : XNYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
This Document Relates To: "
ANNMARIE MAESTRI as Executrix for the NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Estate of RALPH D. SCAGLIONE, and : JUDGMENT MOTION
ANNMARIE MAESTRI, as Executrix for the :
Estate of PHYLLIS SCAGLIONE,

INDEX NoO.: 108694/97

Plaintiff{s),
- against -
A.C.and S.,INC.,ET AL,,
Defendant(s).

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

\*\”Lif FILED

Nover 2013 g / -

(i

By: Frank Ortiz)\E ‘By: PeterJ Fazm Esq

WEITZ & LUXENB NTY CLERK'S .‘v‘m' @)\ SON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &

700 Broadway NEW YORK EUTSCH;, LLP

New York, New York 10003 CAttorneys for Defendant

Counsel for: PLAINTIFFS INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS
MACHINES CORPORATION
600 Third Avenue

~ New York 10016

T:212-593-5458
F: 212-593-6970 .

SO ORDERED: 7 R ™

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER * X %‘L‘Mw

o T 4%
{01348219.D0OCX } @ éw




TMe:CC(jpk)
11/15/13

Our File No
S-4034-13

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: 190418/13
JOSEPH FLOOD 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 wiﬁt&

Dated: New York, New York NUV 27 2013

------- TN

V-

TimotHy, X1/ McCann, Esd.
CARO ;/ BORSTEIN, ESQ.

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

4 Irving Place

New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 120279/01, 102458/01
XZONNIA YOUNG, as Administrator for the Estate of NO OPPOSITION
WILLIE C. YOUNG SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos

Corporation” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant

Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

New York, New York

Dated:
7 \\L?/ , 20130V 27 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

o& .\ﬁﬁ"CLERK‘SKOFFI E
O

Michael J. \durt(ig, Esq‘.T ~

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285




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

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE

This Document Relates to:

ALICE MAY SAMUELS, as Administratrix for the

Estate of SEYMOUR SAMUELS, and ALICE MAY
SAMUELS, Individually

X

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Index No. 190024/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs. E —

NOV 27 2013

New York, New York
, 2013

Dated:

' & 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI
{—WW YIK\J/IgcY:tl;ael J. Cugis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 791-0285

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
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 L.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 102788/00, 121088/97
FRANKLIN POTTER and BONNIE POTTER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

without costs. F a LE |

Dated:  New York, New York NOV 27 2013

, Michael J Cﬁni\sjésqv v

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: .-

ein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

INRE

This Document Relates to:

FRANCES OLEXA, Individually and as Personal

Representative for the Estate of JOSEPH P. OLEXA

X
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

X
Index No. 106209/01, 119373/01
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos

Corporation” hereby requests summary judgment

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant

Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

New York, New York
We 2013

Dated:

NoV 27 2013

NTY CLERK'S
NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She

Michayl 1. dur’[is, Esq. N
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 791-0285

g T T

Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Rclates to: Index No. 190225/09
WILLIAM NORTON and IRENE NORTON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Neyy York, New York

A 2003 CE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael \.[./Cuhis{ Esq? A\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
SO ORDERED, BRI

Hon. Sherry KMHeitler



INDEX NO. 190472/2012

(FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 03/18/2013)

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 26

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 03/18/2013

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY ;
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ,
X Index No. : 190472/
WILLIAM BERENSMANN and MADELYN : ° 22012
BERENSMANN NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

VS.

3M COMPANY, et al,,

Defendants.

. WHEREFORE, defendant BASF CORPORATION (properly plead as BASF
CATALYSTS LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case pursuant

to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BASF

CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto;

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

defendant BASF CORPORATIONF ]

hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. MOy 27 2[]13
P\-.rc,L \2., )
Dated: Muarch4-2013 COUNTY CLERK'’ ICE
NEW Y

™y

Kramer, Esq.
LEVY PuiLLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
800 Third Avenue, 11% Floor

Robert J. Kelly, Esq. /
Christine M. Delaney, Esq.
LITTLETON JOYCE UGHETTA PARK & KELLY LLP

New York, NY 10022

Tel. No.: (212) 605-6200

Attorney for Plaintiffs, William Berensmann
and Madelyn Berensmann

SO ORDERED,

141 West Front Street
Red Bank, NJ 07701
Tel. No.: (732) 530-9100

Attorneys for Defendant BASE. Corperaﬁea~
(proper d as BAS Catalysts LLC)!
ROV 217228




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK Ry, /ﬁ%l
(Y4,
x gy

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES V. Index No. 111679-2008
TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGIMMIENT MIOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
ERK'S BFFICE

cou
‘\lEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant Perkins Engines Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant Perkins Engines Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ctaims and cross claims against defendant

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

Dated: New York, Wem‘ York
|

wii=
)
Y/

Stephen Novakidis, Esq.
Sedgwick LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Perkins Engines Inc.
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor
New York, New York 10003 Newark, NJ 07102

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SﬁerrMHeitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~ Sé’
x AWy
/it 0

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES V. Index No. 111679-2008
TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., F %LED

Defendants.  Mayf 21 203

X

\TY CLERKS LTFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS COQQ%{%}: \‘%Eq,lgwﬂ'}{{&poration, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation
(hereinafter “CBS”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CBS with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Ste\phen»ﬁz)\'/a kidis, Esq.

Weitz & (dxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP ‘
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware (
700 Broadway corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger

New York, New York 10003 to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation,

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation
Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor
, TN1o7102 P T

SO ORDERED,




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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

ROSANN CHIARAVALLOTTI, as Administratrix for the Estate of  |hdex No. 118278-1999
SAM CHIARAVALLOTTI and ROSANN CHIARAVALLOTTI and MARK
CHIARAVALLOTTI, as Co-Executors for the Estate of ANN
CHIARAVALLOTT],
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
-against- S —_—

Ngv 27 2013

Y CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

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

Defen@@kINT

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation

(hereinafter “CBS”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CBS with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
%
. 77 2 M
Matthew T. Maclintyre, Esq. StepheWwakidis, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware
700 Broadway corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger
New York, New York 10003 to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation,

f/k/a Westinghouse E/ectrtc Corporat/on
hree Gateway Center, 12" Floor =~
Newark, NJ 07102 syt STy

LI BN A

7

Ay,

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler

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: 190074/12
William Lindsay
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, 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 Amchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Amchem Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yom New Yor D
w (W ‘%

Charles Ferguson, Esq. ERK'S OFﬁi&iﬁl‘A" Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.%OuNT\( oW YORK DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc.

700 Broadway 116 East 27™ Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

Hon@)me(tler

o

2o
¥



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: 190074/12
William Lindsay
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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ LE D

Dated: New York, New York
winw  ,2013  NOV 27 2013

@OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Judith A. ?i']i:‘z{]\llisq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER E TE 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,




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.
DANIEL BRUMLEY 110053/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 2013 IN
EXTREMIS

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 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice an -
Dated: Albertson New York

\\

g% i -
COLNTY CLERK'S OFFIQE /7 ——= ——

FRANK-ORFY s\t h—qEW s fORK jMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK

Nater 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
ILA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
ROBERT H. BODENSTEIN 190389/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X 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.

i o | 12D <
ES nov 27 203 / >

ESEDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

A e S e Y.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, QE’.NTLEW VORK
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.
ater Street, 16" Floor
New York, New York|10038

(212) 513-7788 b

g'x’«,s\ll oo a0

e
i :

SO ORDERED,

[N

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
1.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
ROBERT KASCHERES 190380/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X 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: Albertson, New York ED
u(' , 2013 F

- —*-\\v .

DI o—qesom RK'S/OFAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P'COUNT\&%\(EYOR {MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Aftorneys for Defendant
TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 Water Street, 16" FLoor

ew York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

W uur Fue No.: IKJUUUIUWAE



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
THOMAS HOUSTON and ELLEN HOUSTON, 190119/12

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X

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
Se'pf /0 , 2013

~ M/E‘LED ﬁl ==
L e
JASONAM. HODR‘I'%KY | TAMES EDWARDS
THE LANIER LAWFIRM NO\J 27 2013 HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
126 E. 56" Street, 6" Flgor |1y CLERK'S OFFI(3%v REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as
New York, NY 10022 C W YORK Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY

& CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
199 Water Street, 16™ Floor
New York, New York 10038
3-7788
Our File No.: TRTO0010JAE
SO ORDERED,
Hon($t@érry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
IVAN SWEBERG 122197/99 & 114395/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 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: Alberticin\ New Y0r21§)13 F % éﬁm D
= 1y 27 2013
T W

e — —
FRANKORTZ— c Aol |\ (e CEERIS S EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: NEW YORK 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 &
CONSTRUCTIONEO INC

199 Water Street & ‘..

New York, New York 1()038 61 72013

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates To;

JOSEPH ERCOLE and SUZANNE ERCOLE,

: NYCAL
Plaintiff(s), : LA.S. Part 30

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- :
. Index No: 190375-13
A.QO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal,, :

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

—- X

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 are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: ( ey
New'York, New York F ! L o S

NV 27 208 N Yo X N eid

Yo
)%aﬁiel Patrick Blouin, Esq. ' Kirst églford Kneis, Esq.
EITZ & LUXENBERG, PEOUNTY CLERK SE TES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) NEW YORKaforneys for Defendant

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030

(212)536-3900. -+

SO ORDERED,

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
[.LA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.
JEROME ROSEN 190147/13

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 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 CQ., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson New YOF ‘LED
T gy r B / 2 .

ERANKORTEE Lo \as =OF ARDS |
WEITZ & LUXENBERSOBKTY © HRK i XHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

K
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YOR Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in [nterest to

TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
Water Street ..

New York, New York 1()038
(212) 513-7788"

[
toot
FRR

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sudrky Klem 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 MURRAY 190554/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 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 an# EtaEDdismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

\{ q , 2013 NOV 27 2013
/? COUNTY CLERK'S O i

FRANICORFIE e\ MNEMORzA;{\IES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. UTY, 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.
9~Water Street

New York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788 r

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.
JEAN M. DONNAY 190118/13

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 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. bﬁ(’(lé_sa =

Dated: Albertson, New York NQV 27 2013

r@eby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

W4 203
@ OUNTY CLERK'S OFFI

> NEW YORK
FRANKORTIZ. X o o)y P op— ES EDWARDS o
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 York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

ﬁ‘cm./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.
PIERO CRESCENZI 190270/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X OCTOBER 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 an(F Iale-aEﬂismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertsop, New York o
“;-* , 2013 NOV 27 2013

\‘
wl COUNTY CLERK'S OF

FRANKORTIZ cne-f fa N Y ORK A fES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,

New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to
TISHMAN REALTY &

CONS
99 Water Street

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

5

N CO., INC.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh'errykl'gin Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
e X I.LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
X
JACK P. SCAINETTI and MARGARET SCAINETTI, Index No.: 190278/2013
Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS; et al.; MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL.-
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP hereby request summary judgement in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against
defendant YUBA  HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertsong New York

2 i d

DAVID CHANDLER, ESQ. F l E FRANK A. CECERE, ESQ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ) AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorney for Plaintiff NOV 27 2013 Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-
S OF itiknership
00 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
Our File No.: ESZ 02030 FAC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ERNEST G. SMITH and CLAUDIA SMITH, Index No.: 190229/13
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION
COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, et al., ILA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
----X

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as
Successor to York Shipley, Inc. (héreinafter “COMPUDYNE CORPORATION”), hereby
requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections k3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE
CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs to eiﬁ gﬁ pre ‘

Dated: Aovey, g 7, 2013

New York, New York NDV o 2013 @
% ERK'S OFF -

COUNTY CEE0 0ok
Michael Roberts, Esq. NEW Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 CompuDyne Corporation, Individually,
(212) 558-5500 and as Successor torYork-Shipley

850 Third Avenue,:Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
) 651-7500 D s

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ERNEST G. SMITH and CLAUDIA SMITH,
Index No.: 190299/13

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. L.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Gardner Denver, Inc.(“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 Defendant,
Gardner Denver, be and the same F g:/ dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.
Dated: New York, New York

)
MoJams cx 1, 2003 hay 27 “2013 / / \ \

Michael Roberts, Esq. * i YORK FICEW Simone Nlcholgon Esq.

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

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

i



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

' X Index No.: 190300/13
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION .

LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates To: Hon, Sherry K. Heitler

STEPHEN D, HORTON,
Plaintiff(s),

-against- : NO OPPOSITION
S SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC,, et al,,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant J-M MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC.,.'hercby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant J-M MANUFACTURING COMPANY,
INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant J-M MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed, with

prejudice, and without costs to eZF;& i;: . E '

Dated: New York, New York NQV 2'7 2013

Nov, BSUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE __

NEW YORK //

Daniel J. Wasserbefg, Esq. Jordan D./Beltz, qu// Gé

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGALMcCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiffs & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for J-M MANUFACTURING
New York, New York 10003 " COMPANY, INC.

(212) 558-5500 850 Thi five, Suite 1100

w York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon.



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

Index No.: 122191/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT S. SABADASZ,

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

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

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

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

to either party. F g L .

Dated: i 2013
New Yorlg, New York NOV =7 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFjF E 7 L

nﬁ O/Z/ NEW YORK] \ I |

A b >

John Richmond, Esq. Talene N. Megeria /Es
WEH'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAl\:é;BL};GE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

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

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7504

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry Kleh eIn Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 100855-03
ELMONT E. WARDELL, I.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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 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 claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed

with prejudice and without costs. F 5 e o,
Dated: New Y.ork, New York L .
Wir ,2013 . «

NOV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S Opryen
NEwW YOFE@qtrin'a T Murphy, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Es

WEITZ & LUX , 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

651-7500

SO ORDERED,




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

DANIEL CURCI,
Plaintiff,

- against -

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

Index No.: 190294-10

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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 claims and cross claims

against Defendant H.B. FULLERFFE e O
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York NOV 27 2013

ad the same are hereby, dismissed

//5 2013
COUNTY CLERKI%@:,CL
/;2%;7a==:j’“”17’ NEW YO .
/;7 ,)

Hichael Fanelli, 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

SO ORDERED,

651-7500




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 124439-02

WILLIAM BELANICH,

ILA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
- against -
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., MOTION AND ORDER

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 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 claims and cross claims

against Defendant H.B. FUL QMPaN Yeulpe and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without cosf § H o st
Dated: New York, New York

W\ % 2013 WOV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S gFFICE
m/m - NEW YOR

John Riz(ﬂﬁond, Esq.v 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

SO ORDERED, Rl

HefiSherry/K. Heitler



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:
BERNARD TARPEY and JOAN L. TARPEY,
Plaintiffs,
-against-
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant WATERMAN STEAMSHIP CORPORATION (“Waterman™),
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif®s complaint and all amended complaints against

X

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190149-13

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

Dated: New York, New York§ % 1
I\b\/' gg 2013 st

orsa o218

Dan Wasserberg, Esq.

g ORtheA. Nepf; Esq.
RK THOMPSON HINE LLP

WEITZ & LUXENBERG OUNT\( C\,ERS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NE\N N Attorney for Defendants

700 Broadway ’ 335 Madison Avenue, 12% Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10017

(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680

SO ORDERED,

251256.1

LT




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 (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates To:

BERNARD TARPEY and JOAN L. TARPEY, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al., Index No.: 190149-13
Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CHIQUITA BRANDS INTERNATIONAL, INC., on its own

behalf and as successor to defendants United Brands Company and United Fruit Company

(“Chiquita”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant

Chiquita 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 Chiquita be and the st} KGE geigsed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Hew York, iNew York

Mov, S 103 NOV 27 2073

UNTY %f
CLER :
‘t’gﬂie’ A. NepfFsq.

'S
Dan Wasserberg, Esq. YOR K
WEITZ & LUXENBERG THOMPSON HINE LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendants
700 Broadway 335 Madison Avenue, 12™ Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10017

(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680

e

SO ORDERED,

HomSHerry K. Hetiler

251257.1




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)
RAYMOND J. FARRELL, INDEX NO.: 104742-00
Plaintiff(s),
VS,
A.C. and S., INC. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
(ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & SUPPLY 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 g et

e Cj’%" Nov 27 2013
. T

Frank Omz Esq Y CLERK'S OFQ@E&WM Reg .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NEW YORK ~ WATERS, RSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys fo cy 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: 5 g

774575 1



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)

JAMES MONARCHIO, INDEX NO.: 113486-06

Plaintiff(s),

vSs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

costs. F % | .

Dated: New York, New York NOV 27 2013

W\ LD __COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

== ) it (2

Frank Ortiz, Esq.v \ D{oﬂeﬁd J. Fay, Esc{l S
WEITZ & LUXENBERG;.P. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Turner Construction Co.

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway e
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York {0279 . "
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 b PO,
MRS
SO ORDERED:

Hon\.\S@r{y Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190343/12

ALLEN A. GOTTLIEB and WENDY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
GOTTLIEB JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC (misnamed in the complaint as “Rockwell Automation Inc., as successor by
merger to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC (“Allen-Bradley™)), hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against Allen-Bradley with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

J¢ M FILED ) Sdl

Samuel M. Meirdwitz, Esé J ‘ Lﬂl Sala, Esq
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. NOV 27 2013 McElrgy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Dated: New York, New York
[ s ,2013

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQ#z., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK Company, LLC
88 Pine Street 24™ Floor
ew-York 10005

SO ORDERED,

i
Hon. Shé_yf(lem '

eitler

P

y,r'*gv,/' i B
i i H
LR G Y R R |

2125194



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.: 190486/11

DANIEL T. CARLUCCI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc. (improperly pled as Cutler-Hammer, n/k/a Eaton Corporation) (“Eaton”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto.

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

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

Dated: New York, New YorkFI Bhror

so13 MOV 27 2013

il
COUNTY CLERK S OFFICE
()A__ RS o e

Japes M. Kramer, Esq. Aileen E. McTieran, Esq.
evy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-
800 Third Avenue interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
New York, New York 10022 McElroy, Deutsch Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

1916387



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.; 190284/12

ROLLAND M. ENGLE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical,
Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (improperly sued as Eaton Corporation, Individually and now known
as Eaton Electrical, Inc. and As Successor to The Vickers Pump Cofnpany and Cutler Hammer, Inc.)
(“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto.

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

P Uejudice and without costs.

NOV 27 2013
43
UNTY CLERk's OFFICE

Aileen E. Mc %wfnan, Esq.

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY

& CARPENTER, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation,
as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical,
Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

Wall Street Plaza, 24th Floop =~

88 Pine Street y
New York;New York 10005, ., -+ 77
12) 483-9490 AR

defendant Eaton be and the same are herﬁd# fhi

Dated: New/York, New York

g wiatS

SO ORDERED, >
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2092487



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.: 190436/2012
PHILIP THIBODEAU,
Plaintiff,
NO QPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.
-------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION, erroneously sued herein as BELL &
GOSSETT COMPANY, a subsidiary of ITT INDUSTRIES, and its past and present parents,
affiliates and 'subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and
assigns (“‘Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Signed by Defendant: October 14, fa L E
3 |

Signed by Plaintift. Ok | §

NOV 27 2013
ERK'S OFFIS _ /
Brendgn J.\T0lly; Esq. COUNTLE&VXZ\(ORK ‘ b P. Browne, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP _ McGUIREWOODS LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11® Floor o " 1345 Avenue of the Americas, 7™ Floor

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

New York, New York 10105-0106

SO ORDERED,
try Klein Heitler T



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
"THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. X

HELLWIG, INDEX NO. 190509/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Clark-Reliance Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Clark-Reliance Corporation with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto.

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

DATED: N/?vf 3

O’TOOLE EERNANDEZ WEINER

Steven A. Weiner, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,
_{ehark-Reliance Corporation
¥60Pompton Avenue




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1)
----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 105718/02
112282/02
James C. Tomasello NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

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

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

defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and t e are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. F E LE
Dated: \ o l '1/“'k ' \3 MOV 2 2013

TY CLERK'S OFFIC

P

NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, ’ Julie Evans, E3q.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & [DICKER LLP

700 Broadway , 7™ Floor Attorney for Défefidant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

“"File No. 05335.26696 . . e

SO ORDERED,

5683088v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 105718/02
112282/02
James C. Tomasello NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ x

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

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

Dated: O(jf\)@.{ L, o2

DOav viD TJ. ARRY, €SB . Julie Evans, Esq.
W EITZ & LUXE VBERG P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" FI. Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 14501.00442

SO ORDERED, 4 [

_ o Skery K. Heitler

5691312v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101177/99

Dennis F. Padula and Lynda A. Padula
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F E LE D

October R, 2012 o
Nov 27 2013
'S OFFI
UNTY CLERK'S O
co NEW YORK
¢ Barry, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 7™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
. Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5749995v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 122152/98
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

Fred E. Grome JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  (Ochober 2\ , 2012 F\L

N O o W0 . ( }.h Evart
: \3
M Dnwvib T, (IARRY |, €58, R‘AS © Julie Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. oO\)NﬂNE\N NOR®  WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plamtlff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway , 7" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
.. File No. 05335.02533

SO ORDERED,

Hore Heitler

5682925v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ x

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 122152/98
NO OPPOSITION

Fred E. Grome SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ x

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

ORDERED, that upon notice - -deger all claims and cross claims against
defendants BURNHAM LLC, be and fhes arg ficr ismissed with prejudice and without

costs. -

s
o

way 27 2013

Dated: Octoker 21, LDICJOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

DO e Qe
M\?&V 10 7. BARRY, £5a1. Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" FI. Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 14501.00403

SO ORDERED,

5691138v.1



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)

GLORIA MILLER and JOSEPH MILLER INDEX NO.: 190366-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction 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, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/] Yoz NOV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S f'
NEW YOR

New York, New York 1027 9
(212) 227-7878 :

(212) 681-T575

SO ORDERED:

in Heitler



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)

STANLEY LARSEN, INDEX NO.: 190087-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A. W, CHESTERTON, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction 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, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

/ /] ! '//0///3

i/

Jordalrji Fox|

Atto ntiffs

546 Fi enue, 4th F1. 233 Broadway

New York/ New York 10036 New York, New York 10279
(212)6 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kl?ﬂiiHcitl,e'r o



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. HELLWIG,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

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

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190509-12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, 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, 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}(o% F ’ L E D
On,\l J 114 Jo ,3

NOV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERKs op

{' NEW voR K
Jordan|Fox, Esq Giovanyf Regink, Esq.
BELLYCK & VOX, LLP WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys forPlaintiffs Attorne¥s_for Riley Power, Inc.
546 Fift enue, 4th F1. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED:

S

Hon. mrry KvleinHeitler



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)

ABRAHAM FREUND INDEX NO.: 190355-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

3M COMPANY, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, 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, 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.

ILED

Dated: New York, New Y/ork
on_

NoV 27 2013
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Jordan Fox,|E 4 ‘ \
BELLUCK , JLLP ‘ ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys f intiffs Attorneys YerKRiley Power, Inc.
546 Fifth Avénue, 4th F1. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

IWM




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)

BENEDETTO BERARDI and ANNA BERARDI, INDEX NO.: 190488-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, 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, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

o 1ef3

A N
eptr® Ailliams, Esq. %LE’@E i
JOS. PYWILLIAMS & ASSOC.,B.C}§ Lo T

" Ylovannj/Regind)\Esq.
ATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorney #ey Power, Inc.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
245 Park Avenue, 39% Fl. NOV 27 2013 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10167 - New York, New York 10279
(212) 668-1122 COUNTY CLERK'S O[f165877.7878
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sh‘esg&%éﬁl Hgitlcr PR

774577 1



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:

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE
Plaintiff(s),

vs.

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

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190360-12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, 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, 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
‘ ;/,,(/,3

i

Jordan Fox, Ksq
BELLUCK &\F LLP
Attorneys for tiffs

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th FI.
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED:

NoV 27 2013

1 E 4
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
c NEW YORK /

Attorney
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)

STANLEY LARSEN, INDEX NO.: 190087-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A. W, CHESTERTON, 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 o T
"7"’7’3/\ /[ o 1R

NV 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Fl. 233 Broa e
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279 :
(212) 681-1575 (212)227-7878 o IR

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190481/12
NO OPPOSITION

Michael Volikas SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

and without costs. F
Dated: New York, New York l L E D

,,,10/ 30[13 NV 27 2013

e

( ...... COUNTY CLERK'S @FFICE
A F NEW YOR

P&ter Tambini, Esq. vans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fot, Défendant
New York, NY 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File N%im er:10557.01307 j
NOV 21 2013
SO ORDERED, s

5397543v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190481/12
NO OPPOSITION

Michael Volikas SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CLYDE UNION, INC. incorrectly s/h/a “UNION PUMP
CO.” (hereinafter CLYDE UNION, INC.), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant CLYDE UNION, INC. without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York F I L E *'

ol
LIEDIE NOV 27 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE '
- NEW YORK %
ambini, Esq. " Julie Evans, Es¢.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILSON, ELRER, SKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for
New York, NY 10003 CLYDE UNION, INC.

150 East 42™ Street .
New York, New York 10017
 Our File Number: 07723700086

st 0%
WOV & b aoid

SO ORDERED,

* Heitler

5397563v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190383/12
NO OPPOSITION

Leo Zimmerman SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant, CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CARRIER CORPORATIO the famegparcghereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. - 3

Dated: New York, New York NOV 27 2[]13

w /3 »
/ COUNTY CLERK'S OFEICE

@ NEW YORK
,)g

Michast Roberts, Esq. Horles fo —g s
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway ,
New York, NY 10003 CARRIﬁR CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File Number: 10557.01258

SO ORDERED,

5397591v.1

VY L LULS e



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190518/11
NO OPPOSITION

Michael Lightsy and Barbara Lightsy SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated:  New York, New York F ’ L E D

[\e\\h
NOV 2 2013
Co
UNTY ¢ RK'S FE
PqEEVV'\/()F?F( (:EE
W Qb ( \ -
Robkert I. Komitor, Esq. JulielR.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP WILSO
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & ’
800 Third Avenue Attorney for Defendapt
New York, NY 10022 AW, CHESd RTON COMPANY
150 East 42"
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.34578
SO ORDERED, i e D
Hon. Sherrly KA #hler Ay 6 2o

5162256v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190050/09
: NO OPPOSITION
Ronald P. McDonough SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

Dated: ol |\ ‘ //—\ \,;ff'"’;l/
: FILED ( /
0ot (/]
WEITZ ﬁ%?@sm@ov 272013 wfig&f’gi%%osmwn‘z,

New York, NY 10003 A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

File No. 05335.34316

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

5679824 v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190117/09
NO OPPOSITION

Carmine Mongoni SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F L E -

Dated: lo""“ l \7
| NOV 27 2013
O NTY CLERK'S OFFICE /
Frank Ortiz, Esq NEW YORK Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENB WILSON, ELYER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42"
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
. File No. 05335.34356
SO ORDERED,
Hon. S ditler

«\,
oo

5521763v.1

o3
;.
f

():‘ .,-/'}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111767/08
NO OPPOSITION

Adeline Chobot-Spitzer, Executrix of the Estate of Armand SUMMARY

Del Cioppo and Carmela Del Cioppo, Individually JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

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

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

Dated: =~ New York, New York F E L E D

e\ Nov 27 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI
NEW YORK

Jordan Fox, Esq. A 7Es
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP WILSON, ELSER MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, NY 10036

New York, New York 10017

SO ORDERED,

5788064v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107329/07
NO OPPOSITION

Robert Williams and Norma Williams SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated:; / ) LP’)\ 7 F g L

NOV 27 2013

S
/ ( FaYatl 3

Aordan Fox, Esq. SYUONTY CLERK'S OFF ie Evans,
(BELLUCK & FOX LLP NEW YORk SON, ELSER /MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DJCKER LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Plantiff

New York, NY 10036 AW.CH ERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, NY 10017
File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry K. Reitler

5788186v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ x
IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105624/03
126937/02
Joseph P. Burns NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F E L E .

pated: (2R3 NOV 27 2013

*‘CDUNTY CLERK'S UFFIdE
NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, E SER OSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney for Defefdant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

ew York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.29008

SO ORDERED,

Hon. v K. Heitler

5678836v.1 e e



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100004/02
NO OPPOSITION

Frank Prizzi SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F l L E D

Dated: el l \13 NOV 27 2013 @
of COUNTY CLERK'S OFF :
NEW YORK

Frank Orfliz, Esq. Julie Evans, Es e
WEITZ & LUXENBER WILSON, ELSER,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for ndant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

12<490-3000

File No. 05335.20934

SO ORDERED,

5566712v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114079/02

Jordan James Butler NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. incorrectly s/h/a
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC.” (herein after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant AMERICA PN e and the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without cost ‘- i

Dated: We\\D NOV 27 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
0L V. L2
Matthew MaclIntyre, Esq/ Jull¢ Evans, -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC WILS ER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff nDELMAN DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for
New York, New York 10003 AMERICA TRITE INC
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
File No-13139.00355

SO ORDERED,

H(fﬁ’SiaZyK Heitler e

5758649v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 114079/02
F I L E ' NO OPPOSITION
Jordan James Butler SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
NOV 27 201 MOTION AND
ORDER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
""""""""""" NEW YORR™ "7="" """ %

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

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

Dated: Ao\

%ﬁé_%p&z@

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq Julie Eyans, Es
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, EL$ER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMANA DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attogney f6r Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BU AM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
ile No. 14501.00001

SO ORDERED, et
Hon Sferry K. Heitler T '”g |

5758677v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190300/13
NO OPPOSITION

Stephen D. Horton SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY AND
AUTOMATION, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: 0(//'2“(', 207 F I L E D
m NOV 27 2013

Daniel Wasserberg, Esq. e ~eer<Erik Difarco, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. ~ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICK )1 oN., ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff NEW YORK EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.,, as
successor in interest to SIEMENS
ENERGY AND AUTOMATION,
INC.

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

File No. 00965.00355"1

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Hetfler

5782174v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... x

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190238/13
NO OPPOSITION

Vincent J. Calimano SUMMARY

‘ : JUDGMENT

MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

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

John Richménd, Esq. Julie Evans, .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN/& DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney forDefendant

New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

File No. 14501.00533

SO ORDERED, '
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5762170v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

INRENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X '

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190105/13

George Birrell , NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BURNHAM LL nd ¢ are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. L D

NoV 27 2013

OUNTY CLERK'S Q
NEW YOR

JulieFvans

WILSON, ELSE
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELM
245 Park Ave, 39™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 BURNHAMLLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
File No. 14501.00126

SO ORDERED,

© 5798016v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)-

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190135/13

Robert Flahive NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., without
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

' ORDERED, that upon notice to -defe Sedyl Claims and cross claims against
defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE 1§, i d @ are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. ot

Dated: NOV 27 2013
W 113
7 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
/( / NEW YORK
Jérdan F §<, Esq. Jult ~F2q.
Egng & FOX LLP WILSON, EILSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN /(& DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for|Defepdant
New York, NY 10036 AMERICA TRITE INC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, NY 10017
212-490-3000
1 .13139.00328
SO ORDERED,

65, Sherry KHeitler KOV 877003

5776737v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190099/13
NO OPPOSITION

Teodosio V. Patino-Bernal and Rosa Patino SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

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

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

el s
ﬂ NOV 27 2013
/

(.

NTY CLERK'S QFFICE

Jordan Fox, Esq. NEW YORK Julie Evans,/Esq.

BEL/LUCK & FOX LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Agtorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DIZKER LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 4

New York, New York 10017
File No: 05335,

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry RNWeitler

5591564v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

INRENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190215/13

George Purville NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON
COMPANY, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby
dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York F l L E

W\ 1z Nov 217 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
Jordan F 0x, Esq. Julie R. Evans, gsq. /
BEELUCK & FOX, LLP WILSON, ELSER, M@SKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & RLLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

-
Hon.Sherry K. Heitler

5787455v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190087/12
NO OPPOSITION

Stanley Larsen and Margaret Larsen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ’ L E D

Dated:  New York, New York NoV o 7 2013

WWe\\S  County CLERK'S

O
% e FFICE%

J o};éan Fox, Esq. Julie R. Evaifs, Esq.
ELLUCK & FOX LLP WILSON, BLSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defghdant
New York, NY 10036 " AW.CHE TON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, NY 10017
Eile No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5783062v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190008/12

Santos Assenzio and Annatolia Assenzio NO QPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CARRIER CORP N, same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: wia v\ Nov 27 208

—

>

MichaetRobertssEsq. chatt ferg vien

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway for Dg¢fendant

New York, New York 10003 CARRIKR RPORATION
150 East Street
New York, New York 10017
File No. 10557.01129

-
SO ORDERED, 4
Hon. She



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190026/12

Robert Brunck, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a “CARRIER
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING &
COOLING SYSTEMS” (hereinafter CARRIER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: \\1‘“‘1\3
. NOV

\‘ TY cLE
@g COUN NEW

MiehactRoberts, Esq. cuavles (e oson
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 1055761136

SO ORDERED,

Al S

5235490v.1 e s T



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190380/12

Robert W. Kascheres and Lissette Kascheres NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

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

ws oo, FILED

/‘5 Nov 27 2013
/ NTY CLERK'S OFFICE_
e bimti, Esq. NEW YORK . .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILSON, ELSERK, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney efendant
New York, NY 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 10557.01252

SO ORDERED,

5274591v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190040/13
NO OPPOSITION

James Augustus Proctor and Joy C. Proctor SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a
“CONWED CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Wood Conversion
Company” (hereinafter “CONWED CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CONWED CORPORATION with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CONWED CORPORATE be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs. , L E D

Dated: A E, NOV 27 2013 '
COUNTY CLERK'S
s S OFF]
NEW YORK CE

Matttiew Park, Esq. S rias Ear 'y Julie Evans, Esg.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor Attorney for
New York, NY 10017 CONWED CORP TIO

O v 15(2)1\]Iﬁaxs]t342"‘i StregtRA N

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000
File No. 07415.00151
= wrass gy e v I ¥y

§ 4 K f .

2 L sk R 3

E‘w,g SN VI T B
oo b e -

ROV 21200

SO ORDERED,

5456241v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190100/13

Roger Canty NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

against defendant CARRIER C T , nd the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.
paet: ()il 201> NOV 2708

COUNTY CLERK'S OF lCé

_fwv YORK

Daniel Wasse]bg;g’, Esql/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor
New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™ Street
New York, NY 10017
File No. 10557.01374

SO ORDERED,

HonW K. Neitler 1 Bt N

5756192v.1



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: 190055/13

NO OPPOSITION

William Whelan and Ann Whelan SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: ﬁ('{’ /6!20/} FHLE
Q”} ) N\ NV 27 3

Attorney for Plaintiff NEW YORK EpRLMAN & DI
700 Broadway, 7™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 CARRIER
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
ar File No.: 10557.01356

Daniel WaSsg erg E&. Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG pc / COUNTY CLERK'S ORRIGIN, HLSER, MIOSKOWITZ,

SO ORDERED,

. Xheer¢ K. Heitler

5765072v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------

INRENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Wayne R. Bryant and Shannon Bryant

-----------------------------------

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

Index No: 190161/13

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against defendant

CARRIER

CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ot Ne+u~E \
nov 27 208

TY

EW ‘(()F{VQ

Daniel Wasserberg, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC /|
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

LED

cLERKS OFFICE

s, Esq.
WILSON, FLSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defenidant
CARRIER COBPORATION
150 East{42™ Stfeet
New Yorks 10017

File No. 10557.01395

I - : L e

5756060v.1

e
61 7003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

- ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190087/12
NO OPPOSITION

Stanley Larsen and Margaret Larsen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

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

costs.

Dated‘:/\ M}U\% //

o1 20‘\3 Tutie-Evars,

y CLERKS OF@%%LMA
cOUN NEW YORK Attorney for
BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

File No. 14501.00056

NO\J SER, MOSKOWITZ,

& DICKER LLP

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr/kDiitler

5699413v.1

Zmanmnn. 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190366/12
NO OPPOSITION

Gloria Miller SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a
“CONWED CORPORATION f/k/a Wood Conversion Company” (hereinafter “CONWED
CORPORATION?”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants
CONWED CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

4
Dated: ~ | | W F Em ‘- D
NOV 27 2013
A {
Jordan Edx, . COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIal -
BELLY X, L.L.P NEW YORK WILSON, MOBSKOWITZ,
Attorney fo, intj EDELMAN & LLP
546 Ri nue/4th Floor Attorney for Dgfend
New [Yo CONWED CQRP TION

150 East 42™
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Filg No. 07415.00143

SO ORDERED,

5322017v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190284/12

Rolland M. Engle NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

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

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

546 Fifth\&fenud, 4"V Floor
New York, New York 10036

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
File No. 10557.01220

SO ORDERED,

/ Hon. Wy K. Heitler

5718798v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190380/12

Robert W. Kascheres and Lissette Kascheres NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

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

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

Dated:

Feter Tambini, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & D, CKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fon Dgfendant
New York, NY 10003 AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 13139.00216

SO ORDERED,

5274594v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190087/12
NO OPPOSITION

Stanley Larsen and Margaret Larsen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

......................................... X

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

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

Dated: ew York, New York F i L E .
; AR o
’ NOV 27 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE /
NEW YORK /7
Jordan Foly, Esq, Julte-R- 5, Esq.
BELL & BOX LLP WILSON, ELSE OSKOWITZ,
Attornevigffor PlRintiff EDELMAN'& DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue; 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, NY 10017
Our File No, 05335.00001
SO ORDERED,

5783062v.1



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. 190442/12

JOSEPHINE HARTNETT, as Administratrix for the

Estate of MORTIMER HARTNETT, and JOSEPHINE

HARTNETT, Individually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as “BorgWarner"), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner,

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 Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: )

Nov 27 2013 LQ‘N
% C’c/ C__\

Attofnéys for PlainiibUNTY CLE: A.O 5 OFFICKndrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin

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. 190500/12
DORIS FERRARO and FRANK FERRARO,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against defendant Trinity Industr] g b d.{he same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. F . El 2

ficie it B
DATED: W\-5 NOV 2728013
COUNTY CLE s ik

‘ NEW YOR

Attorneys $or Plaintif  2re, Dp S, Y €59 Andrew M. Warshauer

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP / Attorneys for Defendant

800 Third Ave., 13th Floor Trinity Industries, Inc.

New York, NY 10022 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

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. 190274/13
BENNY COHEN and ROCHELLE COHEN,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner
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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

%!

with prejudice and without costs. %L%: =y
DATED: o\ a\ 2013 . 2013
\ FICE
A ~ gRKS OF
Ty CL
/ l/\_) fﬁ:%’k‘q NEW YORE

or Plaintiff Noriel Sta. Maria
Early & Strauss Attorneys for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor Borg-Warner Corporation
P.O. Box 3601 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

New York, NY 10017 Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

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. 190019/13
CHRISTAKIS K. CHRISTODOULO and AVGI
CHRISTODOULO
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner
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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

NOV 27 2013 7/ %UV
COUNTYQ 'L-d< OESIoE ‘. ~

Attorneys for Plaintiff C ‘Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg ’ﬁ( st Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial nghway

SO ORDERED,

m&fem-ieltler




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. 111219/01
VINCENT BOYLE and ELLEN BOYLE

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

and without costs.

DATED: v/ of %

NOV 27 2013

‘ RK'S OFFIG
S ORI OLERKS y

“Attorneys for Plaintiff .- M.cheel BRI Ndriel Sta. Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memoriat-Highway

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. 190105/2013
GEORGE R. BIRRELL and RAMONA J. BIRRELL

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg Warner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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
TR are hereby dismissed

against defendant Borg-Warner CorporatioFg K
with prejudice and without costs. s Dl

DATED: / [9//@2 d\ 20f8" 27 an

COUNTY CLERK'S UFFICE
YORK

Attorneys for/Plaffitiff — "\~

Joseph P. Williams & Associatés Att neys for Defendant

245 Park Avenue Borg-Warner Corporation
39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin

888 Vete emorial Highway
pauge, NY 11788

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. 190105/2013

GEORGE R. BIRRELL and RAMONA J. BIRRELL

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

245 Park Avenue
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167

SO ORDERED,

@%@&QM%

“FIB8Ana M. Dilbnardo

ey N
DRSS OF

Attorneys for Defendant

Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Happpauge, NY_11788

Hon. {

R
i 1
4




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. 190287/13
ONORATO BALACICH and INGRID BALACICH,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: (v | 2

oo Sl G

Plaighiff cew's OFFIClegh M. Cronin
illiams &.@éb&%& Ltjé)‘RvK Attorneys for Defendant

Kamco Supply Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
work, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
MauppaugeNY~ 11788

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. 190287/13
ONORATO BALACICH and INGRID BALACICH,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner
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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:

Colleen M Cronin’

Joseph P. Wllhams & Associates ‘ Attorneys for Defendant

245 Park Avenue Borg-Warner Corporation
39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial nghway 5
Hauppauge NY 11788 ( L

Hon. SW Heitler

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_____________________________________ e x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

......................................... X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190135/13

Robert Flahive NO OPPOSITION

» SUMMARY

JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- x

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION without
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated:

Wis 1%

/ (/J/Z/\

Jordan ox, Esq. § D i
BELIAUCK & FOX LLP WILSPON, E ER MOSKOWITZ,

for Plaintiff EDEIMAN & DICKER LLP
5460{3?;}}/1 Xﬁ/en?llen ilth Floor NOV 21 2013 t Defendant
New York, NY 10036 .« OFFICE CONWED CORPORATION
COUNTY CLE\Y(?(*;RSK 150 East 42™ Street
NEW New York, NY 10017

212-490-3000
File No. 07415.00159

SO ORDERED,

5776753v.1



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. 190016/13

JOSEPH PARKIN,

‘NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

with prejudice and wijthout costs.

DATED: /ﬂ ) b H%@ED

NOv 27 2013
CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW Y&IRE& M. Dilonardo
Joseph P. Williams & Associates Attorneys for Defendant
245 Park Avenue Aerco International, Inc.
39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial ngmway
Hauppauge N_X 11?88

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e e Y




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. 190554/12
JOHN MURRAY and MARY MURRAY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg Warner Morse TEC, Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporaiton named as Borg-Warner Corporation by its
successor-in-interest Borg Warner Morse TEC, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg-
Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant, Borg-Warner 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 Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED:
L

Attb?neys for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERR SK 5N DiLorbrdo

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YOR Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Borg-Warner

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin O

érans Memorial nghway
Hauppauge, MY 11788
aou ot
SO ORDERED,

Werry 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:
Index No. 190554/12
JOHN MURRAY and MARY MURRAY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

and without costs.

DATED: \b\ >
S

a0be )

Attorneys for Plaintiff . DiLonardo

Weitz & Luxenberg ‘ A eys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th flggpUNTY CLERK'S OFp Inc.

New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

auge, NY 11788
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. 190081/13
SALVATOR MURABITO and GIOVANNA MURABITO,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

ol L

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: [ @/& 2N 2013

Attorneys foCPlaittift

: J Colleen M. Cronin
Joseph P. Williams & Associates Attorneys for Defendant
245 Park Avenue NQV 217 2013 Borg-Warner Corporation
39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 1083 NTY cLERK'S OFFIcEoleman & Goggin
M_Wr YOF K 888 Ve emorial Highway

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. 190081/13
SALVATOR MURABITO and GIOVANNA MURABITO,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

with prejudice and wi?ut costs.

DATED: 4 Q o\ 3 2013

N
&

Attorneys{ forPfafnti Colleen M. Cronin~

Joseph P. Williams & Associajes Attorneys for Defendant

245 Park Avenue Aerco International, Inc.

39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

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.

Index No. 107451/00
GERALD L. MIESOWICZ

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

and without costs.

Y 8
¥ ;
= 2o RS B SRS

NOV
/7 a@\O? Jg 27 2013 /

PPN ¢
Attorneys fol Plairitift ')&%mw{gﬁgmor@@'@maria
Weitz & Luxenberg ORK Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

VA

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. 113073/02
JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, as Executrix for the Estate of
JAMES E. MCCABE, and JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA and
STEPHANIE TOBIN, as Co-Executrices for the Estate of NO OPPOSITION
SHIRLEY A. MCCABE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

«N&{y

S oy g B
™ TRy

and without costs.

DATED: 1K NOV 2720013
Oﬂ /L N YoRk :
Attorneys féf Plaintiff Tclw Richwend Colleen M. Cronin /[~
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

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. 190326/12
THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC, Inc., as Successor-by-
Merger to Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation by its
successor-in-interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg-
Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant, Borg-Warner, 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 Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 7 /\O-3l %013

4

Sl Lo

| Colleen M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner

Y 10036 (HQV 27 2013 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIgg3 Veterans Memorial Highway
S

] R
SO ORDERED, / ’/ ‘ RN I
Bherry Klein Heitler v




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. 190220/13
RALPH HORVATH and LORETTA HORVATH,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Old Orchard Industrial Corp. ("Old Orchard" ).,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Old
Orchard Industrial Corp. ("Oid Orchard" )., 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 Old Orchard Industrial Corp. ("Old Orchard" )., be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: JU/re) 2013

,c Mﬂ\L o 2“13

Ais/orf Hodrmsky/Esq rthur D. Bromberg
orneys for Plaintiff NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
The Lanier Law Firm, W NEW YORK  Attorneys for Defendant

126 East 56th Street Old Orchard Industrial Corp. ("Old
Sixth Floor Orchard")
New York, NY 10022 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial- H1ghway
e N¥ 11788
‘& h “ ;’:3

e\ Q L=
\‘\‘-‘\; o=

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. 190300/13
STEPHEN D. HORTON,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND CRDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as "BorgWarner"), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ compiaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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
s ; e reby dismissed

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be s san

with prejudice and without costs.

MOV 27 2013
DATED: ‘//7& _ A8

2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

VRS N INESLC
NEW YORK

v
Attorneys for Plaintiff  (yymsr 62— ; Norfel Sta.'Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg e - Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor . Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Haupgpauge, NY 11788

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. 190501/12

MR. MICHELE SANTORO and MRS. ROSE SANTORO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., without

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clajg-a8d cross claims

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and oy dismissed

Rlnzene
Lo

without prejudice and without costs.

oy 21 100

DATED: ! 7)/ AR 2013 < erics OFFIGE

ORK

Anna M. DiLohardo
Attorneys for Defendant

245 Park Avenue Aerco International, Inc.
39th Floor Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Heuppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,




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

DUANE ERICKSON and LORETTA

ERICKSON, INDEX NO. 190333-2011
Plaintiff(s)
Vs, DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM
POWELL COMPANY’S NO
THE WILLIAM POWELL CO., ET AL. OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendant(s)

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with pyejudice and without costs.

' : m Clemente Mueller, P.A.
19500 State Hwy Attorneys for Defendant
Houston, TX 770&6% 217 2013 The William Powell Company
281-970-9988 ' FiGE 5 Penn Plaza, 19th Floor
COUNTY CLERK'S OF New York, New York 10001
NEW YORK 2129425-5005

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.: 190076-13

LOUISE CHATTERTON, as Administratrix for the =~ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Estate of ROBERT CHATTERTON, and LOUISE JUDGMENT MOTION AND
CHATTERTON, Individually, ORDER

Plaintiff,

-against-

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/k/a RHODE
POULENC AG COMPNAY, et al.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, WEYERHAEUSER 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, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY be and the o hgrelay dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

David A. Chandler, Esq. \,ER\(‘ S OF\:NICOIG J. Diesa, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  _quNTY G(ORK  FORMAN PERRY WATKINS KRUTZ
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) G = & TARDY, LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 EYERHAEUSER COMPANY

(212) 558-5500 328 Newman Sprmgs Road
Red Bank, NI 07701

(7& 44 00

SO ORDERED,

Judge 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:
Index No. 190293/13
CHARLES WATROS and SARAH WATROS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

and without costs.

DATED: I 1{ (®\ 2013

gﬁ/ il
Aftornieys for Plaintiff

Norie

I'Sta! Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg MOy 27 2013Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor ; - BMCE Inc.

New York, NY 10003 COUNTY ci b cMarshall, Dennehey, Warner,
NEW YORIColeman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 11788

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. 190293/13
CHARLES WATROS and SARAH WATROS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: / d /) 2013
o
=N ),
Attorneys for PRIDHF— == = Ndriel Sta. Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg =1 0 b %9 Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Aerco International, inc.

New York, NY 10003 Ny 27 2013 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
! Coleman & Goggin

ERK'S OFF388 Veterans-e

v pauge, NY 11788

COUNTY CL
NEW Y

KleinHeitler ..., « = 1313

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. 111679/08
JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the Estate of

JAMES

V. TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC, Inc. as successor-by-

merger to Borg-Warner Corporatlon mcorrectly named as Burns International Services

Corporation ("Borg-Warner"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitied |

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant, Borg-Warner, 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 Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: \OL;\ 2013

MAMWWL &/{ ‘L/Lf ’0/1/10/

7ttorne or Plain pay) € Col!een M. Cronin -
Weitz & xenber i%‘“
700 Broadway - 7 o

Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
NOV 27 2013 Coleman & Goggin

g 888 Veterans Memona

'S OFFIC
Y CLERKS OFF A boAce e T TT 88
COUNT NEW YORE™ PRAUGE: I

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. 105673/99

JOHN F. STOREY and CANDACE STOREY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

DATED: 0{}, 2 D— 2013

Al

AVAN

ArthirD. Bromberg

Attorneys for Defendant

BMCE Inc.

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Attorneysz aintiff p/;.,‘, ,57_

Weitz & Luxenberg .
700 Broadway - 7t
New York, NY 10083 B B




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. 190278/13
JACK P. SCAINETT!I and MARGARET SCAINETTI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ) 'Q\f}“\ 2013

Attorneys for Plaintiff Norlel Sta. Maria

Weitz & Luxenberg E Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th i Aerco International, Inc.

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
NOV 27 2013 Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

’
o) A
A % %
SR i
¥ 5
:

COUNTY CLER
NEW YZR}

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. 190278/13
JACK P. SCAINETT!I and MARGARET SCAINETT],

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

and without costs.

DATED: c(\@’“( 2013

{e/ Nodel Sta. Maria
Attorneys for Defendant

@ D )

‘ BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 o3 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
oy 2172 Coleman & Goggin

EFACE 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
' Ha €, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry Riein Heitler




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. 190501/12
MR. MICHELE SANTORO and MRS. ROSE SANTORO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC, Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation ("Borg-Warner"), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner, without 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 Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed without

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ‘°/ 22 2013
Atﬁorn /s for Riaintiff €., ¥ w= 1 _J AnnaM. DilLonardo
3' . YVllhams & Aslloci tgs“"‘” Attorneys for Defendant
Park enue Borg-Warner Corporation
Floor Noy 27 201 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 «'s OF rricsieman & Goggin

NTY CLEFR
COUNTT = v

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

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. 190016/13
JOSEPH PARKIN,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-
merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Wamer), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: /ﬂ/ A Q 2013

3
LE D COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Attorn Plaintiff 7 23 Anna M. DiLonardo
Joseph P, Williams & AssOih 7 Attorneys for Defendant
245 Park Avenue o g-Warner Corporation
39th Floor COUNTY CLERSSKOFF‘ arshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 NEW Y Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788 .

SO ORDERED, | S

AT SfigryKlein Heitler




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. 109782/00
JAMES SABADASZ, as Administrator for the Estate of
ROBERT S. SABADASZ,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

and without costs.

DATED: lo]iq 2013

?
OV b ED U s

Attorneyé Plainti Colleen M. Cronin’

Weitz & Luxenberg I Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor NOY 27 2013 BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICéleman & Goggin
NEW YORK 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
1ge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,




N r
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK "ﬁ,,#i}/}/
COUNTY OF NEW YORK @

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES V.  jp4ex No. 111679-2008
TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually,

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

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC 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, LLC 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, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Stepwkidis, Esqg.

We:tz 8 Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NOV 2 7 2013 Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC
700 Broadway FIgoR
New York, New York 100 =

Three Gateway Center 12

OQ,OUNTY CLERK'S

SO ORDERED,



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

ROSANN CHIARAVALLOTTI, as Administratrix for the Estate of
SAM CHIARAVALLOTTI and ROSANN CHIARAVALLOTTI and MARK
CHIARAVALLOTTI, as Co-Executors for the Estate of ANN

Index No. 118278-1999

CHIARAVALLOTTI,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.C.and S. INC. et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC 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, LLC 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, LLC be and the same are hereby dismi th prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

i\ s NOY 27 2013

Y CLERK'S OFFICE

~Matthew T. Maclintyre, Esq. Stephen 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 Newark, NJ_O7102

SO ORDERED,

HonLS_h?rry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CiTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS UTIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
X Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C,
NANCY E. PALMIERI, as Administrator of the Estate of NICHOLAS Index No.: 190210/2009

LOVAGUO, decease and DOROTHY LOVAGLIO, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

A. W. CHESTERTON CO, et al., including
VIACOM INC., SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO CBS CORPORATION F/K/A
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation {hereinafter “CBS
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 CBS Corporation wetrpreiydice, and there

withot

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clai t de Nrbes
Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c&s. E ! - 5.

being no opposition thereto,

w
[\

Dated: New, York, New York x OV 2 7 2013
Dennis Geier, Esq. Dennis E. Vega, Esq. S~
Seeger Weiss LLP Sedgwick LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation,
77 Water Street f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger to CBS
New York, New York 10005 Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporatian, f/k/a

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
Three Gateway Center, 12 Floor
wark, NJ 07102

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She(ry'Klein Heitler, J.5.C.

DOCS/18043801 vi



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_______ — X

STEPHEN D. HORTON, Index No.. 190300/2013

Plaintifts, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PROD., et al,
No Opposition Summary
Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order
------ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-detendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York  OCt. 3¢ 2e\3

Daniel Wasserberg \ Norman J. Goljib -

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

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

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10006
(212) 558-5500 oo (212) 619-4444

SO ORDERE —

Honorable S}lerrflzleir;ﬁeitler




