Following this cover page are scanned images of
no-opposition summary judgment motions and orders
filed on the selected date. The documents are displayed
in no particular order. However, all of these documents
are searchable.

To find a specific order, please use the Search/Find
function within a PDF viewer.

1) Select Edit > Find in the main menu or press Ctrl-f
(Command-f or Apple-f on a Mac);

2) Enter the index number, a word, or a phrase in the form
field provided and press Enter or Return.

In most applications, the first appearance of the index
number, the word, or the phrase in the document will be
highlighted.

Tip: Ctrl-f opens the Find function in most applications,
including browsers and PDF viewers.



SCANNED ON 2/3/2014

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
» Index No.: 107400/2002
JORDAN JAMES BUTLER, , 114079/2002
I
Plaintiff, ,
[}
, ' NO OPPOSITION
-against-  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S.,INC,, et al., i
]
]
Defendants. :

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

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

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismiss;ed with prejudice and without

costs. § F \ L E D%

Dated: New York, New York Eé DEC aa E“\! | %
October 39 , 2013 H '

a«m, g 7 A S
tephanfe S. Spangier Matthew T. Maclntyre, Esq./
HAWKINS PARNELL THAC TON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Qakfabco, Inc. Jordan James Butler
90 Broad Street — 9th Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(646) 589-8703

New York, New York 10003
12) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

. L :{ .
Hon. Sherry\K%;r,l Heifer DEE & 4 nrey

11011129v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
' (Hetitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

1

\ Index Nos.: 122191/1999
JAMES SABADASZ, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR | 109782/2000
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT S. SABADASZ, ;

]

]

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION
_  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC.. et al., ,
Defendants. :

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

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

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., b?n\‘e Eﬂhereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

e 23 208
Dated: New York, New York ERK'S OFFICE
October |7}, 2013 COUNT\&(E:'\\N YORK

C oy Ly 2

Joafind Drozd John Bichmond

JINS PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
eys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Odkfabco, Inc. Robert S. Sabadasz

90 Broad Street — 9th Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(646) 589-8702 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,




L)

TMc:CC(jpk)
11/4/13

Qur File No
S-6422-02

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK
| NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)

""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 113073/02 and 106579/02

JAMES MCCABE 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-defendénts, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Com ﬁew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and w1t \}@

Dated: New York, New Yorl_;
wiza 13

Fl?ﬁmrﬁscr Tokn Richmend " “Timothy M. M¢Canf#, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CAROLE A. BORATEIN, ESQ.

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

4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

HWeltler



TMc:CC(jpk)
11/12/13

Our File No
S-4388-00

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

_COUNTYOFNEWYORK . . .. . ..
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY I1.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
"""""""" T ) INDEX NO.L
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 109782/00 and 122191/99
ROBERT S. SABADASZ 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-defeﬁdénts, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Cong ew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and w ‘%

Dated: New York, New York DEC’ 2 3 ?,“\3

ulref1»
/ ERK'S OFFYS f}\ M,__/
Q /L@ﬂ}g& ORK
FranteGetiZ Bsg-"Tohn 10 hno Timothy ¥4/ McCann, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CAROLE A. 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:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 120389/01;
100004/02
FRANK PRIZZI and ROBERTA PRIZZI, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismiséing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

and without costs. ED
FILED

Dated:  \\ \?‘ ,2013

W
NTY gtj’\‘;c\(oR\‘Raul B. Josephs, Esq.
N

WEITZ & LUXENBE MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

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

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

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

HoroTable Sherry Klein-Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 108934/95; 119055/01;
106330/95; 111062/98
PAMELA ANNE DICKER and FREDERICK A. CIAMPI Jr., 109357/02;
As Co-Executors for the Estate of FREDERICK A. CIAMPI Sr.,
And MARY CIAMP], Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: \\ \ W 2013 F “ D
Harrison, New York \\\\\\

/

Paul Josephs, Esq.
UNTY CLERK'S O GOODMAN, LLP.
NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant

WEITZ & LUXENBE
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

Honorable Sherif K ¥in-Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------- -~ - X NYCAL
InRe NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
- S S X
This document relates to: Index No.: 126682/2002
10389172003
JOHN FREEMAN SR,, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
....................... X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.
Dated: - Novemlber 1§, 2017
Harrison, New éc’n‘k g I L

DEC 5 37,0& ) L

NVID T /) e3a). Coy I35 Toseplrs, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NTy c. —.  MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
. Attorneys for Plaintiff.......... e NEp I o dttorueys for Defendant
700 Broadway : W YORK KEELFR/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY
(212)558-5500 : 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

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

Y
i




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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Floyd C. Bowdish

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

Index No: 117570/02
107099/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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: \\‘71\‘ 1

Julie Ev —/

John Richfhond, Esq. :
Weitz & Luxenberg DEC 23 2013 WILSON, E SER/MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICRttorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher1¥ K. Heitler

5818737v.1

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

; Index Nos.: 122191/1999
JAMES SABADASZ, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR ! 109782/2000
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT S. SABADASZ, ;

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
_ i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

1
A.C.&S., INC., et al., \
]
]

Defendants.

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

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

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are her%r w@ed with prejudice and without

costs. F ‘ L

£ 13
- pec 23 ot
Dated: New York, New York CLERKS? -
GQUN W Y YORN s
October [ 1, 2013 ,,,, NE
oanna Drozd chmond
HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
torneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
akfabco, Inc. Robert S. Sabadasz
90 Broad Street — 9th Floor ' 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(646) 589-8702 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------------------------ X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-114079
------------------------ - X 02-107400
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JORDAN BUTLER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

........................ — - X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a %ﬁ;lalms and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the ga K%ghereby dismissed with prejudice and

\y
without costs. @ 2% & ?\(“%

Dated: New York, NY
Moy, Rb 2013

By G, T ,/Azf,_ .

Mctde, T Mo T »7}1 Samuel Goldblatt, Esé{

ErankOrtrz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountaln Plaza o 57
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountaijn P 5007 . S

Buffalo, NY 1%202 ‘
(716)853-8100 . 4 4200

SO ORDERED,

7>, / e T
; N Ty 0% el
~—Hon{ Shes#y KleiirHeitler v ffm*d

14521194.3



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RALPH BORELLI and ANNE BORELLLI, Index No. 115075/1998
108709/2001
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING &
SUPPLY), et al., including BLACKMER,
Defendants.
X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

October 24, 2013 DEC 23 2013

ERK'S OFFICE

UXENBERG, RZ@UNTLSL ORKMALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

{ W Y
. LA ™ o

777~ VR SN
Dana Nortﬁcraft, Esq. ~N Gﬁrﬁe De Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Ralph Borelli and Anne Borelli (212) 791-0285
(212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 122202/99, 112730/00
THOMAS O'CONNOR g
AND {
DIANE O'CONNOR 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-defendaﬁts, 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 I L. E “.

Mov 1g 2013

DEC 23 2013

oy y e, ;
Adam Raffo, Equ/ ! : Ker$aanMCook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Thomas O'Connor and Diane O'Connor 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,

" 2383-26859C

LSS



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to: ;
i Index No.: 122202/99, 112730/00

THOMAS O'CONNOR i

AND :
DIANE O'CONNOR i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

s
s

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 o F ' L E D

Noy 18 2013

DEC 23 2013

Adam Raffo, Esq\{ﬂ Kerryok Esq.
Attorney for Plainti Attorney for Defendant
Thomas O'Connor and Diane O'Connor 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,

DE0 4 4

x 123*594925

-~~~y

N e



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
: Index No.: 122202/99, 112730/00
THOMAS O'CONNOR '
AND ‘
DIANE O'CONNOR { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
ahd 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 sa hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs. "ﬁ

Dated: New York, New York 23 2013
Nov (% ,2013 DEC

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Y

NEW YORK

vd Cook Esq

Adam Raffo, Esq. 77 Scvann

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Thomas O'Connor and Diane O'Connor 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,

me e, amen  1122-15536

P . {
[IVRSN W I ¥ [-; fossd
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v

SUPREME COURT CF Th._ STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ]
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LAS. Part 30
: | (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: : Index No.: 120389/01, 100004/02
FRANE,. PRIZZI =
AND S
ROBER".A PRIZZI i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORF, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above: entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruleé_—§ 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., w'ith prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDEREi), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross: cla'ifns against
defendant, Tishiman [.iquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New Yotk ~ F ‘ LE D

1 [:zuv 2013
| | DEC 23 2013

| - 'S OFFICE
TY CLERK'®
COUNT LEW YORK 3

Evan Foxx, Esq.

Attomey for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

PRizz1, FRANK Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York. 10003 ' ) New York, New York 10004 .
(212) 558-5500 \ (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

o
/ i

Y 1383-24588AF



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: i
! Index No.: 126736/02, 110269/02

THOMAS M. RAISH AND MARY C. |
RAISH - i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morill Co., Inc, with prejudice in this action,

_and there being nob opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby'dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. | F %LED

Dated: New York, New York “\3
Novembe, J2 , 2013 DEC 231

mvm 7. ﬁ/?ﬂ@/ et Matthew B, Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs : Attorney for Defendant
RAISH, THOMAS M. Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc
WeiTz & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 093456

SO ORDERED,

el o
JIL D a0
3 3

963-993

ey

{N0213984-1}



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.: 106579/02, 113073/02

JAMES ELAINE FELICIA AS EXECUTRIX
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. MCCABE ;| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AND JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA AND { JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
STEPHANIE TOBIN AS CO-EXECUTRICES
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY A. '
MCCABE

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

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. - F l L ﬁ D

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2013
nav 2013 -
COUNTY CLER w77 Tk
ﬂ/?/ NEW YOR% ; Z

Tck e haeerd Ker@Mook, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants ‘
Estate of James E. McCabe Tishman Liquidating Corporation
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 -

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

e

SO ORDERED,

2383-25541AF

{N0258904-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

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

JAMES ELAINE FELICIA AS EXECUTRIX :
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. MCCABE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AND JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA AND . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
STEPHANIE TOBIN AS CO-EXECUTRICES
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY A. '
MCCABE

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
b eby dismissed with prejudice and

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be a?‘ﬁ‘ e arg e

without costs.

DEC 23 208

Dated: New York, New York CLERKS ciTACE

. TY

n,! 23 2013 cOUN NEW \(oF\Y’\

John mmc;ﬂ - Kerf$anod=Cook, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Estate of James E. McCabe Treadwell Corporation
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor - ,
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 T
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509 3456 SR

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherrvalciMeitler

1235-24209

{N0258899-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
t LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

! (Heitler, J.)

: Index No.: 106579/02, 113073/02

JAMES ELAINE FELICIA AS EXECUTRIX '

FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. MCCABE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AND JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA AND .

STEPHANIE TOBIN AS CO-EXECUTRICES :
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY A.

MCCABE

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

a

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 save hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York |

\L! 11,2013

4
T Vic hoae
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Estate of James E. McCabe
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED, ~

P

Karyann M# Cook, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants

Courter & Company, Inc.

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

Hon. éfxerry

{N0258902-1}

lein ﬁeitler

1122-24363



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: 3
' Index No.: 106579/02, 113073/02

JAMES ELAINE FELICIA AS EXECUTRIX
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. MCCABE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AND JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA AND : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
STEPHANIE TOBIN AS CO-EXECUTRICES !
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY A.
MCCABE

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. F \Q &D

Dated: New York, New York A ‘BEC 2% 'l_“\%
l2 2013 ., OFF\CE
:S ehn Pichme rop
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Estate of James E. McCabe Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

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

e

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

SO ORDERED,

" [324-6733AF

{N0258906-1}



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
' Index No.: 105718/02, 112277/02
WILLIAM J. PEACH ‘
AND :
PATRICIA PEACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clgims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. ‘ F “ ED

Dated: Ne\;\ Y(olr'k‘,'New, 32(851; DEC 2 3 2013

' OFFICE

N

i

MattBew D. par, Esq.
Attorney for D¥fendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company

GIM\‘, @ fh L 9
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
William J. Peach and Patricia Peach

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 3 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, 7 —2
Hon. Sherry Klei Heitler

PEEERY

324-6723AB




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
: Index No.: 113040/02, 106579/02

IDOLO B. PERFETTO

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘\ &D

\Jede 2013
DEC 23 200

2 g VCE f\r[ \CE
CLERKS ¢!
coumYN S ORW

&w\\, o -+ MattHew D. Samfiar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defghdant
Idolo B. Perfetto Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & JLUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

PRI
3 K

“324-6733AK



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 111991/02, 106963/02

WILLIAM O. FRARY :
i 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F l L E

Dated: New York, New York

wlew 2013 bEc o4
c 213
OUNT
/\Zg CERKeg -
/K‘{“YOR YFice
fevle o A ) Matthew D. S[gmpar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Dgfendant
William O. Frary Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

“ : ‘,324-67250



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.: 112154/02, 107169/02
WILLIE J. JONES :
AND !
JOSEPHINE JONES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York | F ‘ngm @

\\ (2w 2013
DEC 23 2013

R

NS

OUNTY (\i G e

B R TOIR G

Matthew D. S{%npar, Esq.
Attorney for Diefendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company

c« \ O R
Attorney For Plalntlff(s)

Willie J. Jones and Josephine Jon

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr¥ Klein ¥Ieltler

324-6912W



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

———————————————————————————————————————— x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b4 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
RALPH SALZANO and MARGARET SALZANO, Index No.: 09/190173
02/104275
Plaintiff (s), 01/120391

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

Defendants.

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

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be F\t E

hereby dismigsed with prejudice and without cost

Dated: New York, New York DEQZgzm%
W 4 , 2013 L ERKS OFFICE

John J. Fangfingf Fsk. John P, Richmond, Esqg.
Cullen and , WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney fcg Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

44 Wall Stred
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfty KY Heitler RTO e 0t



CLB57921/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT S. SABADASZ, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 122191/99 &
109782/00
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
e e e —e- ~LAS Part30 - —r e
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hPrth renuest summary

Judgment in the above- en’utled case, pursuant to C1V1l Practlce Law and Rules Sectlon 3212

" dlsmlssmg plalntlffs complamt agalnst defendants CLEAVER—BROOKS INC. with prejudlce
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. W 13‘ % F % L %‘m
/7% DEC 23 201@ |

John €. Ric ond Esq. Wotl Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK'S Ogﬁd or Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006

2 -3600

SO ORDERED,
on. Sherry Klein-Heitler




CLB55097/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
GEORGE BERTOLINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 111220/01 &
119702/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

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

without costs. , F ‘L
AN A

- . 'S OFE!CE ‘
Matthew Macintyre, Es TV (;\,EY\'K K Shawnette FTu\itt, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff \%ﬁ\n\s\ NEW YOR Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg | O : CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
12) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,




CLB57820/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
WALTER SKALSKI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 115969/00 &
190201/11
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
-X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOﬂ‘. bE ﬁ

without costs. :

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ya . Dnece3nw (%/
L7 7 T~ grK'S OKEIC

T

Dana Northcraft, Esq. V\ACOUNT\&S\\I’V YORK Thbmas Meérafioti, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg || ;L,’l(\ % CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

[
[

SO ORDERED,




FBW39210/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT S. SABADASZ, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 122191/99 &
109782/00
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREEQRE,defendaMsHlLTQLLBDlLERAMQRKS_hembyAEequesLSD mmary

Judgment in the above entltled case, pursuant to C1v11 Practice Law and Rules Sectlon 3212,

dlsmlssmg plalntlffs complamt against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with preJudlce
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. ’0[3'\\3 & o

John Rigithond, Esq. =~ @Eﬁ 23 2“‘3 %’% 2643M : fioti, Esq.
0

Attorney for Plaintiff SRS rmeys tor Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg COUNT\( \NG@BNTY CFULEON BPIEER WORKS
700 Broadway NE NEBaygidc Tiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,
-Heitler




M. M . FresleOrtiz, Esq.

X .:/cases/FBW36908/legal/NOSIM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X Index No.: 104272/97,

WILLIAM JOSEPH NELSON, 113280/097,111037/98 &
109676/99

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

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER W{OR& d the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.F ‘
U

A . Ty CLER

L Z (NG

o~

Charles Neal, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff | Z‘Eﬁg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.

treet, 14™ Floor
ew York, New York 10006 . ..
(212) 3133600

New York, New York 100
(212) 558-5500

[

Hon. Sherry’Klein-Heitler

SO ORDERED,




CLB57787/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
JOHN J. WARD,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 115062/96,
111028/98, 113281/97,
111360/99, 117156/02 &
118998/02

A.O. SMITHWATER PRODUCTS, et al., NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
X

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

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

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

without costs. ’ F ‘L%D
%% oEC 23 208 <

VEsq.

el

Attorney for Plaintiff 215\ ~ CLE‘:\;-";‘C %ﬂ%ﬁgys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg \ éOUNT NEW YORKCLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klerh-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WALTER JOHANNESEN and GRACE NYCAL
JOHANNESEN, I.LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
Plaintiffs,
Index No.: 104016-03
-against- 126686-02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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 AMERICAN OPTICAL
CORPORATION only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costF \! &

W\ e \\Y

£ 23 208
nk M. O [/ CLER %
Frank M. Ortiz \(ORKNICO € fice
SR e

WEITZ & LUXENBER RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Walter and Grace Johannesen American Qptical Corporation

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Tndex No. 09-190174
X 99-125279
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
PAUL MILLER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing blaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: Newgork, NY
W[y

T~

COUNTY CLERKS O

By: =
NEW Y Samuel Gol blit,?Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

o; NY 14202

(716) 853- 8IOOREC;E?V
Hon. S\lgrr;wmer DEC 22013

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
— X
YVONNE KRIDLER, Individually, and as NYCAL
Administratix for the Estate of JOHN J. KRIDLER, I..A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
Plaintiff,
Index No.: 106439-00
-against- 121981-99
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER
-X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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 AMERICAN OPTICAL
CORPORATION only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coydefends
defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL (ER&A. e

&l y be and the same are hereby dismissed

ts, all claims and cross-claims against

with prejudice and without costs. LEC 23 2013
VOB oD COUNTY CLERK'S UFFICE

S L,\Q//)% NEW YORK

Frank M. Oftiz Nicole A”Spence
WEITZ & LUXEN .C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508
New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Yvonne Kridler and Est. of John Kridler Amerg P ('cal Corporation
SO ORDERED, l )/ - =
Hon. SherryKlein HeithEC EEV b D

DEC 32013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 108752-99
106649-02
JAMES MCKINNEY,
[LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
- against -
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
I1.B. FULLER COMPANY, ¢t 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. FULLER CQMPgR YR b§ and the same are hereby, dismissed

with prejudice and without cost

Dated: New York, New York 9, '2_“\3
Novewmpy 11,2013 Q€S > CE
. \S OFF\
W CLE&\S
cOUN e

David J. Barry, Esq Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherdy 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 REFERS TO:

Index No.: 118278/1999
ROSANN CHIARAVALLOTTI, AS
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM

CHIARAVALLOTTI, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-

]

1

]

]

]

\

Plaintiffs,  MOTION AND ORDER

]

|

]

A.C.&S.,INC,, etal., :
1

]

Defendants.

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

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

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

- FILED

DEC 23 2013
Dated: New York, New York
September 30, 2013 COUNTY CLER!" © UFTICE
NEW Yum(

ALl P2 L2,

Stephani¢’ Spanglet, Eq. Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

HAWKINS PARNELL THAQKSTON & YOUNG LLP  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff

Oakfabco, Inc. Rosann Chiaravalloti, as Administratrix for the
90 Broad Street — 9th Floor Estate of Sam Chiaravalloti

New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway
(646) 589-8703 ; K

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

10793722v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

LISA M. SCHRADER, as Administratrix for the : Index No. 100057/99
Estate of BART M. MICELI, and JOAN MICELI,
Individually,

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

-against-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A.C. & S.INC,, et al. IAS Part 30

Defendants. :
_____ X

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

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

£ wi

same are hereby dismissed with F\.‘i&fg

Dated: New York, New York
J/- 1y —zo  DEC 23208

T

costs.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Ri@UNTY CLERR@RTASEAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW X%ys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and fgoodyear Canada Inc.

Y
¥ Dana Northcraft, Esq. N\
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

Hon. Shedy Kléin Heitler, J.S.C.

SO ORDERED:




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

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

MARTHA ZACHMAN, as Executrix for the © Index No.: 89/13282

Estate of WILLIAM ZACHMAN,

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

Defendants.

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

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudicF\c‘LiE\Dosts.
Dated: New York, New York
< OFFICE
LER A
COUNTY B \(W

John E_/Richmond, Esg.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRgY NERATION LLC 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shgr{u . '"Heitler




CLB357206/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
RICHARD HANNIGAN,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 121435/97
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

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

0&& FILED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. DEC 23 2013
Werr g Lottt COUNTY CLERK'S OPstigrpeys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK CLEAVER:BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

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

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry -Heitler




CLB57807/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
BART M. MICELI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 100057/99
AC.&S.INC. etal, NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKF\*&;&@me are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

DEC 23 2013 —
W GOUNTY CLERKS SR |
_'Suzanﬁc—R:atchffe:Esq'D}\.,\(; m. WN@N;{ %RK Sha‘%?neﬁ_cj‘ﬂu’rﬁ, I:qu.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg I l 9 2\ 1% CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212)3 13-3600

SO ORDERED,




FBW30298/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
RICHARD HANNIGAN,
' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 121435/97
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice ithout costs. , ' (3112 Q@

Frank Ortiz, Esq. QI L E &arles Neal, Esq. \
Attorney for Plaintiff > " "=fttorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg e 2 3 2073 FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway COUN Barry McTiernan & Moore

TY o1 -
New York, New York 10003 I\)// ECLEW( <. . 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
YCre ™ Fiigw York, New York 10006
(212 =3600

SO ORDERED,
in-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 99-113375
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
VINCENT AMITRANO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY - F ‘ Lg D
EC 23 2013

LERK'S O“y‘: & uel Goldblatt,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEW YORK Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NC. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
. (716) 853- SIOQR -
L M;w- P~
< DVED

DEC 32013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShérryKlei



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
VINCENT G. AMITRANO and VIVIAN AMITRANO, NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.)
-against- Index No.: 113375-99
A.C.S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING &
SUPPLY), et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant PFIZER, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant PFIZER, INC. only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant PFIZER, INC. only be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. 5 ol&}f’ 1 13 F \&&D

+FraakM-Ortiz— U Dneant RAFED, EXY _-Nicole A. Spence
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. COY™' (¢ \"WRENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP

700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508
New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Vincent and Vivian Amitrano Pfizer, Inc.

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
; Index No. 99-109676
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WILLIAM NELSON JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs. F ‘ ! D

Dated: New York, NY
¢ 23208

CLERK'S @ﬁF\CE\
EW YORK " Samuel Goldblatt, fsq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

» aro; 1IN 14202
(716) 853-8100

RECETV

Hon. herry l(lein Heitler DEC 2 2013

PART 30

iil

o

SO ORDERED,

14521194.3



{0AGLAND, LONGO,

AORAN, DUNST
« DOUKAS, LLP
ttorneys at Law

8 Wall Street
uite 1100
lew York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY LA.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 99-109676
WILLIAM J. NELSON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODCUTS CO., ET

AL.,

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

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

DATED: 45 13New York, New York

s

<

MELISSA BARRELLA-ESQ.

Y Ry, W e

MATTHEW T. MACINTYREZESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, LF B William J. Nelson
Kohler Co. \ % 7 700 Broadway
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 New York, NY 10003
New York, New York 10005 ' pgC 23 2013 N
iCE i

PR et bR i

SO ORDERED: COUNT:;EQQ‘,; e N

Hon. She’rrvaeitIer




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

Index No.: 115075/98
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RALPH N. BORELL],

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP*COMPANY hereby requests Summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

wiileut costs to either party. F I L E D

Dated: JTI/ (s ,2013 £C 23 2013
#  New York, New York

.. -

fana Northeraft, Esq. o~

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Aurora Pump Company
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
212) 651-7500 B
= Rf-wm
SO ORDERED, e o
Hon. Shgr‘rWn Heitler tC 3 2013



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION: NYCAL
X IAS Part 30
This Document Relates To: : (Heitler, J.)

Thaddeus M. Kozlowski : 120902-02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
: ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex
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 Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporation hereby with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Cé‘ﬁion hereby be and the

ith prejudice andFl’\‘:g

same are hereby dismissed

A
Dated: New York, N¢ e 2,% ?.“\3
Novemper e 7RO
T RS

Alfred J. SHrgente, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz,

Esq. g™y
Hawkins Parnell Thackston & Young LLP Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C."
90 Broad St., 9t Floor Attorneys for Plaintiff
New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway._-
ﬁgﬂarkfl(e%m York 10003

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kfein Heitler LA




TMc:CC(jpk)

11/4/13
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
_COUNTY OF NEW YORK .
NYCAL
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.)
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 122787/01
PHILLIP SCHNEIDER 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 Compa.nF ‘IL&E @be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
DEC 23 2013
Dated: New York, New York
Novesnker [§,2017
7 Esa~ DAVID T. €AY, EQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff _
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.
4 Trving Place
ew York, NY 10003-3598 {7 %
SO ORDERED: 0 0400
Our File No %”7‘}\%&\ a '50

S-4089-02




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: 107394/05
NO OPPOSITION

Barbara A. Hayes, Individually and as Administratrix of the SUMMARY

Estate of Joseph T. Hayes JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, incorrectly s/h/a
“ROCKBESTOS, INC.” (hereinafter “RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be and the hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. SE D

patet: _Il[[3]2013 DEC 23 2013

Carmen V. St. George,

q :
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP , MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

800 Third Avenue efendant

New York, NY 10022 & CABLE LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 07696.04269

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She#y K YHeitler

< / PPN
ot 74 A,
whodd P )

"‘"'“"-u'

5280256v.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: 107394/05
NO OPPOSITION

Barbara A. Hayes, Individually and as Administratrix of the SUMMARY

Estate of Joseph T. Hayes JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC,,
incorrectly s/h/a “TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION?” (hereinafter “PUGET SOUND
COMMERCE CENTER, INC.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

DEC 23 2013

NTY CLERK'S OREICE

NEW YORK Julie Evans/ Esq.
WILSON; ELSER,/MOSKOWITZ,

Dated:

men V. St. Geerge, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DJCKER LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorney Yor Defendant
New York, NY 10022 PUGET SOUND COMMERCE
CENTER, INC.
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 04693.00308

7/

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty K. Heitler

R
A
&*’3

R

g,

5273172v.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, 1.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 101958/01
JAMES TRACEY NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Dejfendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
3 d with prejudice and without

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the sa:,Fﬁll_t: ol 1

costs.

Dated: New York, New.York
Movevnlag 19 ,2013C

AN

DEC 23 2013

Ambre J. TS 'sq.\"‘"'
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Phamtiffs

James Tracey, et al.

700 Broadway

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

Hon. Shefry K¥in Heitler

Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 100988-04
ANGEL LAMBERTY NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
>'¢

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

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

Ccosts.

Dated: New Yorky New York F ‘LE‘ D

/1 2013
/

Matthew Maclnyre, Esq. %

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

Angel Lamberty, et al. Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

Dated:




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. 104850/04
NO OPPOSITION
THEODORE EDWARD PENDERGAST SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereb 'ﬁed with prejudice and without

Dated: New York, New York
[/z1 2013

/ Suza atcliffe, Esq. “QRosario Chetta, Esq.

' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Theodore Edward Pendergast Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 118280/03
NO OPPOSITION
FRANCIS J. SMITH and BARBARA SMITH SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Costs.

Dated: New York, New York

atcliffe, Esq. Résario EhettaﬁEsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Theodore Edward Pendergast Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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

s /i
Hon. Sherry Klemh Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION "1 LAS. Part 30
_ ! (Heitler, J.)
"THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
= Index No.: 115662/05
" ABRAHAM FICHTENBAUM '

| 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
plainﬁffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishmah 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 Ce\t‘ ang@are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

?)
Dated: Ne ‘fyl\( w‘zfgil; EQ E\—Y‘Y\ QFF\CE
N OV oRE
COUNT neW O

Pt Mg e

Ruth Madkus, Esq.  @ut), 1V Arcus Ke ook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Abraham Fichtenbaum Tishman Liquidating Corp.
‘WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
110 William Street, 26th Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10038-3901 New York, New York 10004
(212) 267-3091 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

DTr &, 238327383
aal, S :' l\ ' j




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
i Index No.: 102033/01,

WILLIAM S. TYNAN AND GERLINDE
TYNAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i 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 \‘ %
Dated: New[York, New York < 3
N 2013 OEC 23 N
, ~ce\CE
C

Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
TYNAN, WILLIAM S. Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Ty

238322561

Y - ry
:’uC;ﬁg 4 0nm
[FUR VRS SRV



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.: 106691/02,
ARTHUR C. CLARK, JR.
AND :
ARNITA CLARK i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

+

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

—_—

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
- and there being no opposition thereto, |
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

without costs. - F ‘LE

5t

Dated: New York, New York
| Nev (g 2013 DEC 23 2013
RS C‘"F\GE
COUNTY CLVORK,
Adam Raffo, Esq. Kerryahdd=€00k, Esq.
- Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Arthur C. Clark, Jr. and Arnita Clark Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 |
SO ORDERED, = - ey

Hon. Sherry Ki€in Heitler i LY,

1122-5596




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
: Index No.: 106691/02,
ARTHUR C. CLARK, JR. g
AND :
ARNITA CLARK { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

t
)

VWHEREFORE, 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 ‘LﬁE_,,

Dated: New York, New York
ov IE 2013 CEC 23 208

" Adam Raffo, Esq. \’0 Kenﬁm-M‘."éook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Arthur C. Clark, Jr. and Arnita Clark 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 e 2y

Lt

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler

1235-5119




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: i
i Index No.: 106691/02,
ARTHUR C. CLARK, JR. :
AND ! ”
ARNITA CLARK , 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’ corhplaint 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 Sﬁ irtrEnssed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2013
Nov 18,2013 o
COUNTY CLERK .3 OFFICE

NEW YORK

/)
f?, D)

Adam Raffo, Esq. s{ =
i

AttOy for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintit

Arthur C. Clark, Jr. and Amita Clark 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 56

B e e

SO ORDERED,

2383-25631L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
» Index No.: 100233/03,

PAUL J. NENNO

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F l L Eﬂ D

Dated: New York, New York
wl~2 2013 DEC 23 2013

Ll el A

COUNTY CLEfRK'S LITICE

| : NEW /ci?ﬁ//
C\,,,,.\ ; Matthew D. éempar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

Paul J. Nenno Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

3247361



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: !
! Index No.: 126934/02,
ELMER LEE SALYERS :
AND 5
CHARLOTTE SALYERS i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
Wwleve 2013

Foy ] - 4 ’ I f”.“‘ ‘ i~
Lo | vl
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

Elmer Lee Salyers and Charlotte Salyers Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shert

[

324-7235AR



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 116605/01
Michael Shaughnesgssy and Joan
Shaughnessy,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with pr?lijEEDthout costs.

2013

R e

UNTY(3L§Q§§§§”& Taf€, Esq.

& Luxenberg, P.C. NEWcHY/enh and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Shaughnessy Inc.

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 44 Wall .Street

New York, New York 10003 Ngw rk New- York 10005
2) 732 2000 o

So Ordered: .
Hon. SherfY/K. Heitler )




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110579/02

Sylvia T. Senecal, Individually and as

Administratrix for the Estat ,
J. Senecal, , .
i

Plalnt
- against - NO OPPOSITION
BEC 23 2013 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. .y . .y OTION AND ORDER
€. &8., Inc., et al.. ~~NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defend@rEl\t‘{VsYORK
______________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yprk, New York

Uwy«/ml . (o /

J ' “ 7
ﬁhzaé9k M. Ratcliffe, / uzglﬁ\M Tat

Weite/ & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and D n LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Sylvia T. Senecal, Individually Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
and as Administratrix for the Inc. :

Estate of Arthur J. Senecal 44 Wall Street

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor New York, New ¥ork'70005

New York, New York 10003 (212) 732- -2000"

10924 1

So Ordered:




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120915/02
Fred Q. Pulver and Helen Pulver,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudicew, il thout costs.

Dated: New York, New Y E
Novem ke,

Ap— s
Da~r1d J:Vbéiry,‘ﬁéq. cLEd

TY .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. COUN \NC‘(@ and Dykman LLP
NE

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Fred Q. Pulver and Helen Pulver Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Inc.

New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005
212) 7 @OO .
1le No ‘10924 - 4823

£ r ey
V70 A o mman
[ U ¢ J

A 3

So Ordered:

Hon. Shefﬁyzﬁf Heitler




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY IJ.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: : Index No.: 113258/01
Allen Nadborney,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudlce and w1thout costs.

Dated: New York, New York FIL&

N i), 2013
DEC 2 %

David J.Vedrry{/Esq. COUNTYths;E &"]}%@E, é(/L/
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. d Dykm LPp
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Allen Nadborney Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Inc.
New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

732-2000
i*€ No.: 10924-1

So Ordered:




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110904/02
Teresea Renshaw, as Personal
Representative for the Estate of Todd
Graham Pelrah,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

be dismissed with \Blout costs.

New York New York
i\ g

CY 27

Inc.,

Dated:

JohreF. Richmond, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Teresea Renshaw, as Personal
Representative for the Estate
of Todd Graham Pelrah
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor
New York, New York 10003

cou

So Ordered:

, 2013 2
E

Tafe Esqg.
Cul n and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc. e
44 Wall Street «
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732- 2000

Lol W »‘ ‘.,\:

&::éfk Yeitler




CLB57210/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN BUHYOFF,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119387/00
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.  \\ 13-\ 13

Frank Ortiz, Esc®

‘ ')_“‘\shawne , BSq.
Attorney for Plaintifi DEC 2 Attorneys for Defendan
Wei e CLEAVER C.
70%1§r§a§\1;);;nberg COUNTY ‘S‘\‘{'\?\: Egﬁ}é chifrﬁag%Khi,oIge
New York, New York 10003 N 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,




FBW42218/Legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN BUHYOFF,
"NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 119387/00
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice gad without costs. {3113

Frank Ortiz, Esq. «‘ F l L & -pdrles Neal, Esq.
il

Attorney for Plaintif Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg DEC 23 2013 FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLER ’,\- j 2 RéctoStreet, 1 4" Floor

W YORWNew York, New York 10006

212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSYMCK, NJ

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-104830
JOHN J. CURLEY NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL.

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

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

DATED: U,Ill New York, New York

@M% \/fMW/\UL @M@M

CARL FIGUEROA/ ESQ. SUZANNE RATCLIFFE, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ [8/LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for DefendarF !L; D JOHN J. CURLEY

Kohler Co. o Yo S5 700 Broadway

40 Paterson Street New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, NJ 08903EC 2 3 2013

w's QOFFICE
] NTY CLER: N 'S
SO ORDERED: COU NEW YOR




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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL Index No. 109573/2002

DAVID J. RENZ, as Executor for the Estate of NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
HERBERT RENZ and MAUREEN RENZ, Individually, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
Plaintiffs,
- against -

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

Defendants.

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

Ordered that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Lennox be,
and the same hereby are, dismlsSF/‘E Dwnhout costs,

Dated: New York,&w York
HEt5—— 208 e 03 201

WEITZ & LUXENBERGC%)%NTY CLERK'S GPROER ERRANTE YAVITZ &
NEW YORK BLAU LLP -

Dhna Northcraft, Esq. o~ ger, Esq.

700 Broadway difect, 127 FI.
New York, NY 10003 ew York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5745 (212) 452-5300

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.

gw-;u R‘? ‘1 i SE,

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler, J.S.C. DEC =2 2013

[

PART 30

™

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
__________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
____________________________________________ X
THOMAS J. MURRAY and PATRICIA MURRAY, NYCAL
[..A.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.)
-against- Index No.: 119472-01
A.C.and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING &
SUPPLY), et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

_______________________ - —- R, '¢

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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 AMERICAN OPTICAL
CORPORATION only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CCPW!E ﬁbe and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DEC 23 2013
LERK' E -

_E.uank-b»él—-@m.z Y8/ /t[‘g W Yoﬁ'{%ole K Spence
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508
New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 Telephone: (914) 2@0’?@5’1
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant DEC & 2013

Thomas and Patricia Murray

American Optical Co%%?r[gtmgw " S
\t

SO ORDERED,

Hnn Sherrv Klein Haitlor N



Hoagland, Longo,

Moran, Dunst
& Doukas, LLP
Attorneys at Law

1501 Broadway
21stFloor
New York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORKCITY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-101090

RONALD OELSCHLAGER and SARA NO OPPOSITION

OELSCHLAGER, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against
ACandsS, INC, et al.,

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

10/71]1%
o) B . Lt
MONICA R. KOSTRZEWX, ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,

Attorneys for Defendant Ronald Oelschlager and Sara Oelschlager
Kohler Co. F l L E D 700 Broadway

1501 Broadway, 21st Floo New York, NY 10003
New York, New York 10036

DEC 23 2013 q V
SO ORDERED:  COUNTY CLERK'S OF

 andl
r rlb':

NEW YORK onorable in Heitler

N;NW“P‘\ ,fm
L\*\»ﬁ%—d. %; ;_“

DEC 22013

PART 30




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

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
- X Index No. 103309/00

This Document Relates To:

BARTLEY MOONEY and MARY MOONEY, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiffs, : AND ORDER
-against-

ACandS, INC,, et al,, Including, MAREMONT
CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
. X

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation, (“Maremont”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Maremont with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. K F ‘ L E D
DEC

Dated: New York, New York
\ANNG 2013
COUNT CLERK'S OFFICE

/\b@(/ A NEw e

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PAC. KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &

Attorneys for Plaintiffs FRIEDMAN LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 1633 Broadway = ﬂrﬂ';% ITE
New York, New York 1 L o b o 47 e
(212) 506-1700 DEC 22013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




Hoagland, Longo,

Moran, Dunst
& Doukas, LLP
Attorneys at Law

1501 Broadway
21st Floor
Newe York, NY

VN

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-120432

RONALD OELSCHLAGER and SARA NO OPPOSITION

OELSCHLAGER, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against
ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

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

DATED: New r;mswick, NJ

N DT ot
MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE, £SQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Attorneys for Defendant, Ronald Oelschlager and Sara Oelschlager

Kohler Co. : 700 Broadway
1501 Broadway, 21st Flof I L E D New York, NY 10003

New York, New York 100
DEC 23 2013

COUNTY Chi =i b0l 2
NEW Y o

SO ORDERED:

DEC 22013

PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-109782
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ROBERT S. SABADASZ JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and thgﬁe

Dated: New York, NY DEC 23 2013

v 2013

NTY

NEW YORRy.

CLERIND OFFICE

\

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ™C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

HonsSstier

imwmer

14521194.5

Samuel Goldblatt, ESJ/
Benjamin R. Dwyer Fsq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

3-8100

RECEIVED

DEC 32013

PART 30



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: 111679/08

| NO OPPOSITION

James V. Tempio SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LED

. \ :5/
PRI DEC 23 2013
- ' OFFI
TY CLERK S
N NEW YORK
/ Suzanfig Ratcliffe, Esq. V

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor
New York, New York 10003

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
File No: 06507.01;3._14

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefr eitler

<5

5821684v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
JAMES K. HAMAKER and JOANN IVALDI, . Index No. 190045/08
Plaintiff{(s),
Caoaiact NO OPPOSITION
against SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. MOTION AND ORDER
. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. * IAS Part 30

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubb ny and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissedi juEnvithout costs.

Dated: New York, New York

11/25/3 gEC 23 M
|ICE

WEITZ & LUXENBER%\IJ"@TY CLERK H DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for PlaintiffsC NEW NOttorne efendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

By: et By: A

David A. Chandler, Esq. Scott R. Emery, Esq.

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

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Haitler, J1.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
JOHN R. DRAPER and GENEVIEVE DRAPER, : Index No. 190116/08
Plaintiff{(s),
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. IAS Part 30

X

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

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
ﬁ without costs.

same are hereby d1smlsse\ﬁ(“

Dated: N \ijY ? New c 3 .lm%

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C K&Qﬁ&?DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs @ NT‘( oW \(Qak‘ttorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

WW Goodyear Canada Inc.

ne Ratcliffe, Esq

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

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry séinHeftler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
RENEE ALFIERI, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index No.: 107371/07
GAETANO SABELLA, and THERESA SABELLA, :
Individually, :
- NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ) )
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., . 1ASPart30
Defendants. :
X

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

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

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
wliie (1 F ‘\MEB

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o YNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff DEC 23 2 Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

_..,-Rubbpt@mpany and Goodyear Lanada Inc.
a1y f-\\;oum‘( CLETORK.. C e
By: é’ (= NEW Y Fiﬁ(y: (gl <. A

Lawrence G. Lee, Es?

c\av\€¢ ft‘/’k—c)u.:on‘6$"l.

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

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ROBERTO CUCCI, as Executor for the Estate of Index No.: 107501/07
INES CUCCI-THOMPSON,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
. IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

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

are hereby dismissed with prejye ko
Dated: New York, New York

\\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N Q\,ER ¥MCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff \)\{‘ g\N ttorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
cO W
Rubber Jpmpany anj/@ody Canada Inc.
"« - A (7"
FrarkOrtiz—Fsq~ Lawrence G. Lee‘?ﬁsq.
eAno\a s czz»-—s.aw

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street

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

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

eiﬁ\f{eitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
MARGARET GREELEY, as Personal :  Index No.: 105768/07
Representative for the Estate of STEPHEN :
GREELEY and MARGARET GREELEY, :
Individually, - NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s) . MOTION AND ORDER
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
- - s
agatns IAS Part 30
A. W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants. :
X

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

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

are hereby dismissed with prejudice V\ﬁ S.

Dated: New York, New York
W g

3,1
pee 22 ;
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RIY\YENQE ISASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff L& taeys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

(‘,0\3N \AE\N ubber Cpmpany and

R odyeay'Canada Inc.
By: 6 <>’j\ By: }

~trsg Busei_ Esq— vLawrence G. Lee, Esq.
Aa\es (—‘vwg s
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street - ...
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100181
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sh Klein Heitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X

ANGELO BELLOMO and JOANNE BELLOMO, : Index No. 113724/06

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

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC,, et al.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. IAS Part 30

X

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

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and ﬁout costs.

Dated: New erk Zew York F \\

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “EC 29 E%CH DASKAL EMERY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs %Eefendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
@NTY CL d Goodyear Canada Inc.
By, - _ %\
David A. Chandler, Esq. Scott R. Emery, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400
Dated: New York, New York A

Loyt e N A NPT A |
4 = s s LR I 4

SO ORDERED:

Hon. tn Heitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 104643-07
JAMES E. MCGINNITY SR. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby Eﬁ with prejudice and without

R

Dated: N_eDweZorkéI:\ISW 3’((2)81; ; BEC 2 3 2“\3

cac By

Adam Raffo, Esq. \J U

Sario Chetta, Esq.

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

James E. McGinnity Sr., et al. Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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

Dated: 050 n

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry\l%l%in Heitler —




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: :
i Index No.: 109703/08,

ARTHUR J. TILLMAN, SR. ;
{ 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
defel.adant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. | F ‘LED

Dated: New York, New York
T s DEC 23 2013

S QFF\CE

CLERK
coUNT“(\‘EW YORK

- %@7@@;/[ < M /1_/@4@/@—/—

Dana M. Northeraft, Bsq. Kicole Wesselmann, Esq,
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Arthur J. Tillman, Sr. Courter & Company, Inc.
-WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

. ..1122-23072




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109703/08,

ARTHUR J. TILLMAN, SR. E
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

‘complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. F \\WEB

_Dated: New York, New York

- ,2013
CLERK'S
e
Dan4 M. Northeraft, Esq. Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Arthur J. Tillman, Sr. 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,

T 0123522601




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109703/08,

a
H
'
I
:
¢

ARTHUR J. TILLMAN, SR, :
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

witont ot " FILED

Dated: New York, New York
[t 2013 DEC 23 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
N

% :1 " M—’"
ana M. Northcraft, Bsqn Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

. Arthur J. Tillman, Sr. "~ Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

leh Heitler

T -~

o " 238327837



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: o
Index No.: 190115/08,

GEORGE BRADY ,
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

ILED

~ without costs.
Dated: New York, New York DEC 23
g Nov (g 2013 213

COUNTY CLERK'S ¢)
NEW YORK

FFICE

rrwa

' Adam Raffo, Esq. 4 KerrySsadM-£00k, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiff ) Attorney for Defendant
George Brady Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENRBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 » (212) 509-3456

i
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein/Heitler

1i22-23119



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

| NYCAL
| LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

GEORGE BRADY

| (Heitler, J.)

| Index No.: 190115/08,

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

FILED

Jov 1g 2013
foor 2 ES 23 208
PRI UFF\CE
. P 4 NT\( CLL‘ NS .
e R, s
. ‘it _
Adam Raffo, Esq. It an M-€ook, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
George Brady Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

SO ORDERED,

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

i

Hon. Sherry Kléifi Héitler

Car

1235-22730



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:
i Index No.: 190115/08,

GEORGE BRADY s
{ 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 tFa‘x!ge&Dsmissed with prejudice and

without costs. DEC 23 2013

Dated: New York, New York < OFFICE
= / . UNTY CLERK'S O
Nov Ig ,2013 CO NEW YORK

MM@/

Adam Raffo, Esq.

. Attorney for Plamtlf
George Brady

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

. 700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

HAZ

KerrWook, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Hon. Sherry

© ! 238327883

SO G



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.: 116021/07,
LOUIS J. POVODNICH :
AND E
MARYANN POVODNICH : 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment COEY ED.me are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2["3
W v~ 2013
’ ICE
UNTY CLERK S OFF
€O YORK
- oy TR 5 s Matthew D. par, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Louis J. Povodnich and Maryann Povodnich Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kle\# Heitler

324-9074



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.: 101029/07,

MARGARITA CAMBRELEN ,
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be anﬁ same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘L

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2013
W(ee ,2013
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
: ou NE\N YORK
R avlt sAqn M hew D. Safpar, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Margarita Cambrelen Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-345¢6

SO ORDERED, K
Hon/ﬁerB/—KIem Héitler

g T 3248976



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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101141/07
Peter M. Tremblay Sr. and Helen
Tremblay,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withochlL

Dated:  New York, New York DEC 23 2013
1/ , 2013 .
cou (ﬂEﬁKS}rfm“

=L 5 2 MEW YORK

Michael Fanéiii, Esqg.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Peter M. Tremblay Sr. and Helen
Tremblay

700 Broadway, 6 Floor— @™,

New York, New. York 10003~

So Ordered:gﬁ

Juigiﬂ M. T;éi%éggq.
Culllen and n LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc.
44 Wall Street
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000

8922 -2893




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to:

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

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

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs

Dated: New York, New York ‘ !éﬁ gﬂ

w/5 , 2013 B T o
7 e ~
N - VU [
Michael Fanelli, Esqg. ‘6//éph M. «K// loT‘EsqVE
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman NS
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Thomas H. Clark Goulds Pumps, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 44 Wall Street, 15 Floor
New York, New York 10003 ~New York, New York 10005

s

(212) 558-5500 (212) 732-2000

Our File No.: 6754-10135

g T

SO ORDERED:

3

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




CLB57216/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ANTE ROSINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 106351/05
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cagks. \* [ ¥1\3

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff

“" Shawners luitt, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg ~E 3 1“\3 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.

700 Broadway o BarryMcTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 . .+~ ¢ 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
G e ' New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

lein-Heitler F\\m =

oG 23 08
K\c U\fF‘CE

B
GOUNTY & NE\N (YORK

SO ORDERED,




FBW49961/Legal/nosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ANTE ROSINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 106351/05
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
: I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with
A\ 2

prejudice k hops. Qp

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘%« Charles Neal, Esq. -
Attorney for Plaintiff 03 Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg DEC 231 FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway oFBaBEMcTiernan & Moore

New York, New YOI‘.k 1000& OUNT\‘(\‘ (étNEf(‘é;K 12\150t0r Street, 14™ Floor

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

CONSTANCE MATTESON, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE
FOR THE ESTATE OF LEONARD J. PUSC AND LORRAINE A.

PUSC, AS SPOUSE Index No. 06-113814
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-Vs- ORDER FOR UNITED BRASS

WORKS, INC. ONLY
AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC,, et al
Defendant(s)

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Brass Works, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled action, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant, United Brass Works, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

United Brass Works, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

MED v/

Stephen S. Davie, Esq.
MACKENZIE HUGHESLLP e 93 2 ly & Strauss, L.L.C.

Attorneys for Defendant _Attqeneys for Plamtlff(s)
101 South Salina Street CA EEKY '+ 360 Lexington Ave. 20® Flo
Syracuse, NY 13202 COUNT \;\EL K New York, NY 10017

SO ORDERED,

{MO187578.2 }



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 08-190116
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN R. DRAPER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. ” F l L E D
Dated: New York, NY ,
ale €W YOr vt /‘ \ , 2013 DEC 2 3 2["3 f< p |
, | P CLERK'S OFFICE l A .
By - , | W YORK by L

Samuel GoldbIt, Esg—
Frank Ortiz, Esq. e\ Benjamin R. Dwyer ESq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ™. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
- «716)853-8100

RECEIVED

DEC 3200

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

14521194 5



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 J.
This Document Relates to: (Heitler, 1.)
JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO as Executrix for Index No.: 111679/08
the Estate of JAMES V. TEMPIO; deceased exX o=
and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, individually NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

L JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff(s)
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Standard Motor Product, Inc. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto;

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

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2013

\
7\ ?‘?)nb/er‘i’zm -COUNTY CLEm'r\\,-;-V.;-rngM 4 (9(,@

Frank Ortiz, Esq; ﬁi NEW YORK Richard P. O’Leary, Esq. U
WEITZ & LUXENB C. TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway Standard Motor Products, Inc.
New York, New York 10039 The Chrysler Building

(212) 558-5500 405 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10174
(212) 704-6000

SO ORDERED,

PART 30



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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 111679-08
This Document Relates To: :

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Estate of JAMES V. TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE JUDGMENT MOTION
M. TEMPIO, Individually, : AND ORDER
Plaintiff,
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,,
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
——-- —~--X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
W\\G _,2013  DEC 23 2013

/\@Q j/Q; j COUNTY CLERE NG i e
NEW ¥ Ot

Frank Ortiz, Esq Peggy L. Pan, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs FRIEDMAN LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 1633 Broadway

New York, New York 10019

_(212) 506-1700 RE CEIVE
& )

SO ORDERED, DEC 3 2013

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler PA RT 3 @




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: :
: New York Asbestos
DELPHINE M. STACHOWIAK and CHARLES : Litigation (NYCAL)
STACHOWIAK :
: Index No. 190155/09
Plaintiffs
- against -
INTERNATIONAL TRUCK and ENGINE : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CORPORATION, et al. : JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by
operation of name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (“Navistar”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint
against defendant, Navistar, along with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no
opposition hereto, it is hereby

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

defendant, International T Larporation, (now by operation of name change only
known as Nav1star Inc.), e S‘E B ereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.
Dated: | J L§ \’5

DEC 23 2013
Weits & Luxenberg ~_Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC
TY Cooimne wr!iCT
) EWYORK By 4z A e
Wchmond Esquire Ellzébeth A. Weill, Esquire
ttorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway International Truck and Engine
New York, NY 10003 Corporation, (now by operation of

change only known as Navistar, Inc.)
50 S. 16" Street, 22" Floor

Two Liberty Place

Philadelphia

=
.

SO ORDERED:




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

e i R X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1920368/09
Susan Zimmerman, as Executrix for the ‘
Estate of Frederick A. Greis Sr.,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastexﬁ Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and w1thout CEE&!W

Dated: New York, New York EC 23 2013
ul ¥ , 2013 -

C A1) - 7
Johﬁ\E>/ﬁicHﬁond?’Esq. Ju?fiﬁﬂM. Téfe,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Susan Zimmerman, as Executrix Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
for the Estate of Frederick A. Inc. P oo
Greis Sr. 44 Wall Street o
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor New York, New.¥ nk 10%05
New York, New York 10003 (212) 732- ZOOO“UKJ v

Our File Nqﬁ.»lo‘24—6103

So Ordered:




CLB57227/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
RICHARD TRAVERS,
NO OPPOSITION
_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190197/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without co | l’rl \2 F ‘LED

¢ 23208
Frank Ortiz, Esq. E l}a tte ﬁunE/Esq
Attorney for Plaintiff cO NTY CLERK'S Y ys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

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

SO ORDERED,
Ho




CLB57228/legal/nosjm/june2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN VENTURINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190287/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

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

defendants CLEAVER—BROOKS INC. be and thﬁe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs, ' l ¥ ) » F \Lﬂ

oig & 0gC 25 208

, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. CLEF RK SSHAWs PR MY

Attorney for Plaintiff UNTY EW \(ORAttomeys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg N CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein-Heitler




FBWS53877/Legal/mosjm/JUNE2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN VENTURINI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190287/09
AO-SMITH-WATER PRODUCTS-CO;;etal;; — — NYCAL- [
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. BEC 23 Zg'tharles Neal, Esq. ‘
Attorney for Plaintiff . Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg NTY Co.  FULTON'BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway s i Barry McTiernan & Moore

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

SO ORDERED,

[ein-Heitler




FBW353671/Legal/nosjm/JUNE2013

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
RICHARD TRAVERS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Inde); No.: 190197/09
————A.O-SMITH-WATER PRODUCTS €O, etal;——— NYCAL ——
ILA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
-X

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

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice andgyithout costs. W {3\\3 Q@

Frank Ortiz, Esq. D Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff L Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.

700 Broadway 13 Barry McTiernan & Moore
DEC' 23 n 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,




*FBWS54030/legal/nosjm/JUNE2013

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
FREDERICK GREIS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190368/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

~ WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

without costs. ["”3',"77
7 EILED ()

John Rie ond, Esq.

Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff 3 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg DEC 23 20! FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway RKS OFF\Cﬁarry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York t\j@QBNTY g\\I-VEY ORK 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York; New York 10006
€212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, LU
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190108
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN A. METROKA SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
,5\\/\\ .

By:

By: /][;;> =
l L E ﬁxuel Goldblatt, ‘Esqs.él
Bermen | jamin R. Dwyer E&q.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff DEC 23 2013 Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S (Jd5i@pwers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853- 81?% %w Egvfﬁ

DEC 22013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

145211945
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UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
LL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK
X

NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION:

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190371/10

BARBARA L. BIRDSALL, ESQ., AS ADMINISTRATOR

FOR THE ESTATE OF CHUNG SOON O'DWYER, H E C E v E D
Plaintiffs, DEC 04 201 )
-against-

84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al., including JERRY’S

ARTARAMA N.C,, INC. and JERRY’s ARTARAMA OF

RALEIGH, INC., NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

X

WHEREAS, defendants JERRY’S ARTARAMA N.C., INC. and JERRY’s ARTARAMA
OF RALEIGH, INC. hereby request Summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendants
JERRY’S ARTARAMA N.C., INC. and JERRY’s ARTARAMA OF RALEIGH, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants JERRY’S ARTARAMA N.C., INC. and JERRY’s ARTARAMA OF RALEIGH, INC
be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FILED

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C.

Dated: New York, New York
November 26, 2013

oge 23 108 BRILL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

/}\ /D cOU““\(N \NW“" K{//  —

Haydn J. Bfill, Esq.

By: Mark S(jau sVRs By:

Attorneys for Rlaintiff Barbara L.
Birdsall, As Administrator

360 Lexington Avenue, 20 Floor
New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED:

Attorneys/for Defendants Jerry’s
Artaramp N.C., Inc. and Jerry'’s
Artarama Of Raleigh, Inc.

111 John Street, Suite 1070

New York, New York 1Q0§\8 Af .
(212) 374-9101 ﬁ - R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---- X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190195
---- --- X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
DONALD E. McCORMICK SR. SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

- - X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: Ne\iv\Y\orkkﬁY 2013 F ‘L&D w
By: — Y « EC 23 2013By: .

Samueeroldblatt ¥sq.
O}s) CTY CLERKG k)PI:J';: Smin R. Dwyer Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBER NEW YORK NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 2 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

50 ORDERED. Hon, Sﬂéﬂ(]ein‘l&tler R ECE ‘g %af; ?WD
DEC 2 2013
14521194.4 PA RT 3 O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190140/10
NO OPPOSITION

Henrietta A. Fields, as Administratrix for the Estate of SUMMARY

William H. Fields, and Henrietta Fields, Individually 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 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: New York, New York

_uwiz FILED

DEC 23 2013

N 7. J.2 COUNTY CLERK'S ORFICE

PeterFambim, Esq. NEW YORK JulisEvags,

R, MOSKOWITZ,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILSON, E

Attorney for Plaintiff EDEL & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway, 7 Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION
150 East 42" Street

New York, New #ork.10017
File No: 10557.00122 ¢ ' 7

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler e

5589068v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ARTHUR R. EDWARDS and JOANNE EDWARDS, Index No. 190395/10
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,
including BLACKMER,
Defendants.
X

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

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

Blackmer be and the same are hereby dismissed ME& and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York -~ 93 ')_“\3
October 25, 2013 el FICE

\/\
\ \, T’\“/\ ‘3

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. GOUN Nb\N NIXLABY & BRADLEY, LLC

N\aee Qgone —

A\
Dﬁ/na\Nfort}'xcraﬁ, Esq. ~ Grgee De Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway 159\Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
Arthur Edwards and Joanne Edwards (212) 791-0285

.

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

— Dated: o v
Hon. Sherryﬁ]ein Heitler s



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190231/10,
GIACOMO SERIPIERO '
AND :
FRANCES SERIPIERO i 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F \‘ ED

Dated: New York, New York

e 2013 DEC 23 2018
' OFFICE
TY CLERK
v e o -k Matthéw D. SgatRar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Befendant
Giacomo Seripiero and Frances Seripiero Safeguard Indusftrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGiIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherdy KIoW Heitler e

o 324-9448



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY { NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 190021/10,
THOMAS L. FOLAND ‘
AND ‘
MADELINE FOLAND i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
! 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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dEDNith

prejudice and without costs. R F ‘Lﬂ

Dated: New York, New York BEL 23 218
W/e2 v 2013 S OFFICE
TY C\_E
COUN NE\N \(ORK
e nle .% Matthéw D. S par, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s Attorney for Defendant

Thomas L. Foland and Madeline Foland Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company

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

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein eitler

324-9396

L
B



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 190131/10,
KENNETH R. HINSCH SR. :
AND ;
MILDRED HINSCH . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York . F g&r” &

Ulav 2013

oo 23208

Renle o= Matthew D{ Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney forDefendant
Kenneth R. Hinsch Sr. and Mildred Hinsch Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 , (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

. 324-9437

.

' COUNTY CLERS S v
R N.LM’L‘}V '\E u i A{\{ "




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
CARL DiSALVO, Index No.: 190109/10
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without ES‘L:E

Dated: New York, New York BEC 23 2013
August 14, 2013 E
\ s e RV Sl F
| 41 A nA A COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

NEW YORK

afla M. NoT , Esqg. Jystin M. Tate, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cyllen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff torneys for Defendant
Carl DiSalvo ario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, Floor nc.
New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Streef- -

New York, New . York 10005
(212) 732-2000
Our File No.: 10924-6191 -

So Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
______ X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190116

------ X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WILLIAM FALKENMEYER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs. : F l L E D

Dated: New York, NY

W\ 2013 DEC 23 2013
By, £ X (O By: TY CLERK'S OFFICE
D ORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(116) 853-8100
SO ORDERED, R E CET oo,
Hon. S i /Heitler el W L}
DEC 32915

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ELIZA PISARRO, as Executrix for the Estate of
JOSEPH PISSARO, and ELIZA PISARRO,
Individually,
Plaintiffs,
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Defendants.
X

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

Index No.: 190349-10
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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

AMERICAN OPTICAL

CORPORATION only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereFlrlls E D

with prejudice and without costs.

W\ uv\\>

%@ﬁ—%

NEW Yu\.\

DEC 23 2013

TR e

Frank M. Ortiz Nicole AfSpence o
WEITZ & LUXENB C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003

Telephone: (212) 558-5580

Facsimile: (212) 344-5461

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Eliza Pisarro and Est. for Joseph Pisarro

SO ORDERED,

White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attomeys for Defendant
ptlcal Corporation




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

CARL A. DISALVO

Index No: 190109/2010

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/\J\f\) August— 73,2013
YA A

r 4
o e e
- —rr
p ad d ™
Vg /

/ Y

Zo< P A4 Jonathan B Kromberg, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. S
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10038

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

DARGER ERRANTE
Attorneys for CertamTee#fi{ﬁoE D
116 East 27" Street, 12

New York, NY 10016

(212) 452-5300 DEC 23 2013

OFFICE
TV CLL\\\/\ S
COUNT L EW YORK

A ke ;
Rr; ﬁﬁ*‘m % 5: 7 A3 15%
SonEk 4& % Lﬂ

DEC 32013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I. A. S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: : Index No.: 190150/2011
Frank DeRogatis and Emily Derogatis : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
X

WHEREAS, Defendant DAP Products, Inc. (“DAP”), requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s complaint
against DAP, 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

DAP, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without C(F \LED
Dated: New York, New York F ‘LE n DE C2 q Zma
1

013 's OFFICE
. ; LERK'S
B ERAL, OUNT\‘(\\SW YORK
14 '/] s COoRTY O oL
Patrick Timmins, Esq. NEY T %ann Cook, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 80 Broad Street, 23" Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10005
Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for DAP

SO ORDERED,

Hon. §Eerry KYlein Heitler, J.S.C.

P e

s

00305126 WPD



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I. A. S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: : Index No.: 11/190077
Debra A. Hilpert, as administratrix of the estate of :
William Pisano : . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: " JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
X

WHEREAS, Defendant DAP Products, Inc. (“-DAP”), requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s complaint
against DAP, with prejudice, and there being no oppl)sitiqn thereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
DAP, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without coF ‘LED .

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 013

/,MV Zs 7L,ﬁ2013

@ g/ Aé;-, e

Carmen V. St. George,_‘é;q. yann Cook, Esq.

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 80 Broad Street, 23™ Floor

New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10005

Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for DAP

SO0

in Heitler, J.S.C.

00305127.WPD



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:
COSMO CASAREGOLA,
. NYCAL
Plaintiff(s), . LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against-
Index No.: 190420-11
3M COMPANY, :
f/k/a Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., et al., :  NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, 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 CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without

Dated: :‘)«M 2013
New York, New Yor DEC 23 21“3

Lori’A. Benavides, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP K&J GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) orneys for Defendant

800 Third Avenue, 11™ Floor RANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC.
New York, NY 10022 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 605-6200 New York, NY 10022-6030.

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry®K lein Heitler Lt W



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:
COSMO CASAREGOLA,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-

3M COMPANY,

t/k/a Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., et al.,

Defendants.

X

: NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No(s).: 190420-11

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., on behalf of named defendants Crane Co.,

Deming Pumps and National US Radiator, as a division of Crane Co., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against named defendants Crane Co., Deming Pumps and

National US Radiator, as a division of Crane Co. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

named defendants Crane Co., Deming Pumps and

E S Radiator, as a division of Crane
Co. be, and the same are hereby, dlsmlsse \Ll and without costs.

Dated: DY ewber 2 zaag \)EC 93 7_\\\’.’:

Lori A. Benavides, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

800 Third Avenue, 1 1" Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED,

FICE

Kiggten Alford Kneis, Esq.

ttorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.

599 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 10022-6030, ..
(212) 536-3900 L U

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ x
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1920493/11
John H. Ryan,
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
BALDOR ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Goulds P\Fi L[:.E

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DEC 23 2013
Dated: New York, New York
Aovemgey” (3, 2013 %OUNTY CLERK'S OFF
/7 (/] //.,M NEW YORK
(LA A [«
Brendon Tully/ Esq’ Radﬁu Bandlamudl, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plalntlffs Attorneys for Defendant
John H. Ryan Goulds Pumps Inc.
800 Third Avenue, 11*® Floor 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10022 New York, w York 10005
ﬂ% MM ,

4 / File No.: 6754-12153

So Ordered:

Hon. S%er%§ RY Heitler

CE



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

MICHAEL LIGHTSY AND BARBARA LIGHTSY

Index No. 190518/11
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-Vs- ORDER FOR KRAISSL COMPANY,

INC. ONLY

3M COMPANY et al

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kraiss! Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled action, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant, Kraissl Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED: [l -/ ,2013

Y

q. - BrefidapiJ. Tully/ Esd’
MACKENZIE HUGHES LLP Levy Phillips & Konigsberg LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
101 South Salina Street 800 Third Avenue
Syracuse, NY 13202 New York, NY 10022

FILED

DEC 23 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S GFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,
feitler, J.S.C.

{M0220833.1 }



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:
COSMO CASAREGOLA, : NYCAL

: LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
~against- . Index No(s).: 190421-11

3M COMPANY, : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

f/k/a Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., etal., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :

‘ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., on behalf of named defendants Crane Co.,

Deming Pumps and National US Radiator, as a division of Crane Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against named defendants Crane Co., Deming Pumps and
National US Radiator, as a division of Crane Co. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

named defendants Crane Co., Deming Pumps and National US Radiator, as a division of Crane

Co. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed witFe‘lt:i Ev@xt costs.

Dated: /1/0/@”75@/ ' Zé/ 2013

New YorkgNew York DEC 23 :
7 &
Lo A6 ? TY CLERKifetépf Alfed Kneis, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP NEW YREKAGATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff] g’ Attgrneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10022 : 599 Lexington Avenue e\ T
(212) 605-6200 - New York, NY [ufa03h- LW 1l
(212) 536-3900
SO ORDERED, DEC 2208
Hon. Sherry Ki{¢in Heitler N



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:
COSMO CASAREGOLA,
. NYCAL
Plaintiff(s), - LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against-
Index No.: 190421-11
3M COMPANY, :
£/z Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., st al,, : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, 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 CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without

:a:d /}é/méw;é 208 F I LED

Andrey-M-RapheehEse: -
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
Attorneys for Plaintifi(s)
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor CRAME PUMPS & SYSTEMZ, INC.
New York, NY 10022 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 605-6200 New York, NY 10022-6030

(212) 536-3900 o

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
""""""""""""""""""""""" X 1AS. Partl12
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY (Feinman, J.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ’
""""""""""""""""""""""" X Index No: 190223/11
This Document Relates To:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, JUDGMENT MOTION AND

. ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN VALVE, INC,, requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AMERICAN VALVE, 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 VALVE, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: Novemberd | 2013 F ‘ L E D

i o tecesnn

WEIT?, & LUXENBERG P C. COUNTLS\VVE\E\;\SQ@I&%%&MOZQ P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway American Valve, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 20 Corporate Woods Blvd.
P
Albany, New York 12211

SO ORDERED,

= e 57 3




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

Index No.: 190018/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RICHARD J. OTTALAGANO,

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hg)ﬁmissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party. F ‘L

Dated: __|]— [ § 2013 pgc 23 2013
New York, New York

QUNTY CLEFJKS L™

Z )= @\(:—-—/C ----- NEW

~

I')Mrthcr'aft, Esq. Tdlgne N. Megeriﬁn, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCA DGE
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
""" v (212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr



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

Index No.: 190201/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALTER J. SKALSKI,

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

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

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same relEDxed with prejudice and without costs
to either party. ﬁr‘ -z Vg

Dated: JZ’ [ 5 . 2013 DEC 23 2013
New York, New York

Dfna Northeraft, Esq. - Jenmifer L. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022 e g oy
(212) 651-7500 ReCEIVE

: DEC  $2013
Hon. Sherrny@M{eltler P A RT 3@

SO ORDERED,

PAarki 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
e X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------- X Index No.: 190294/11
WILLIAM L. MORITZ and ELIZABETH
MORITZ,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
) Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

———- - X

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

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

BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby disFi th pEin without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

U3 £0 23 208

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i
NEW YORK - =) ()
er, Esq. ] John M Guerriero , Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff XIAHONE;(, ;Tfl? dant
70 ttorneys tor Detendan
Ne(in\r(c:;ﬁwS); 10003 . 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

REC

SO ORDERED,
BEC 22013 ’
e Sl



y

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No.: 190018/11

X
RICHARD J. OTTALAGANO, SR. and SHARON

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an;? cross claims against Defendant,

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoP,teEﬁ

Dated: New York, New York

Oed (e DEC 23 2013
A — LY (7 Newvore T
ana Northcraft, Esq. N Ted Eder, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

RECFIVED

SO ORDERED,
Hon. She itler DEC 82013




¢

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET ) Index No. 190401/2012
DELGADO, )
)
Plaintiff, ) STIPULATION
) DISCONTINUING ACTION
-against- ) WITH PREJUDICE
)
A. L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually, and as )
successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al. )
)
Defendants. )

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned, the
attorneys of record for the plaintiff and defendant named below in the above entitled action, that
whereas no party hereto is an infant, incompetent person for whom a committee has been
appointed or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the
action, the above entitled action be, and the same hereby is discontinued, in accordance with the
terms of the accompanying release, with prejudice as to ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL,

INC. without costs to any party as against the other. This stlpulatlon may be filed without

further notice with the Clerk of the Court. F ! gms o
Dated: New York, New York BEC 2 3 2013
August 26, 2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

N\ NEW YORK
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP LASORSA & BENEVENTANO
Joseph \M, Belluck Esq. Thomas B everr{ano Esq o
Attorney. jor Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fift/Avenue, 4th Floor 3 Barker Avenue, 2nd Floor
New York, New York 10036 White Plains, New 10601

b



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190331/12
NO OPPOSITION

Samuel DeMarco and Josephine DeMarco, 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:

546 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10036 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 14501.00044}““ e

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry K. Heitler i

5852470v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190281/12

Robert Germain Sr. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

TRMI-H LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, NY 10017
File No. 01042.00313

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sk . Heitler Dera

5784725v.1



~ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE  NEW YORK CITY -~ NYCAL
‘ ASBESTOS LITIGATION " LA.S. Part 30
- ' (Heitler, J.) .
~ THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: - " Index No. 190477/12
NO OPPOSITION
MAX HENAO SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

. .WHEREFORE, D"efendant Mdrse Diesel, Inc., hereby requesfs summary judgment in the
above-entltled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plam‘uffs
" . complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., thh prejudxce, and there belng no opposmon '

thereto, - - ' .
ORDERED, that upon noticé to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

. defendant-Morse Dlesel Inc be and the same z?ei E ith prejudice and without
~ costs. - . o L

_Dated: -~ New York, New York - NEe 13
Now BEL. 23 ., 2013 DEC 2_3 20 |

OFEIGE

Peter Tarfibini, Esq. - Rosario Chetta, Esq. o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff’ Attorneys for Defendant
Max Henao Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 ‘ (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,




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
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos.: 190380/2012
ROBERT W. KASCHERES and LISSETTE NO OPPOSITION
KASCHERES SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed qugt ice gy

costs. e

Dated: New York, New York DEC 23 2013
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
.
Tambini, Esq.&___ .- Rosario Chetta, Esq. T
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
Robert W. Kascheres & Lissette Kascheres Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 ‘ T T

SO ORDERED, Dated: IR T

Hon. Shety Klein Heitler PN AANEEY




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
xJ
JEANETTE DAUB,
Index No: 190426/2012
Plaintiffs,
V. NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually, and as successor to Easco MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. hereby requests Sumimary
Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules §3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto.

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
LONDON FISCHER LLPNEW YORK
Attorl}pys’f@r Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc.

\ZM/LQ (e %

q- Richard’L. Mendelsohr, Esq.
, 4" Floor 59 Maiden Lane, 41% Floor
York 10036 New York, New York 10038
Tel No.: (212) 972-1000

{N0520679.1 }

’\/




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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.:190366/12

GLORIA MILLER and JOSEPH MILLER,

NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -

AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., Individually
and as successor to Amtico Floors, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC.,

hereby requests summary judgmént in ‘the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING\
CO., INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

cross claimg against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERI
,/\ .

be dismisgdefi wi h prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Y ka, New York
ny2» _, 2013
e ’ COUNTY CLE["E f -
% / v ‘W
% Z7 , Esqg. Kristen L. Morrissy, Esq.
Belluck /g Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attokn r Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
GLOR & JOSEPH MILLER MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO.,

546 Fifth Avenue - 4% Floor INC.
New York, New York 10036

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

-ICE



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.: 190087/2012

MARGARET C. LARSEN, Individually and as

Executrix of the Estate of STANLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CORNELIUS LARSEN, deceased, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

defen@ Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co.

Dateii: ew York, New York , F !L@ Pore

j LL] 2013
DEC 23 2013

Brian Sorensen, Esq.

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

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2107898_1

> 'S OFFICE
NTY CLERK'S OF
o W NEW YORK



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 190366/2012

GLORIA MILLER and JOSEPH MILLER
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Benjamin Moore & Company, individually and as Successor to
Janovic/Plaza, Inc. (“Benjamin Moore”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

- Complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Benjamin Moore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

- FILED

Dated: w York, New York
/INgw. 28 9013 DEC 23 2013

/ ’

'x COUNTY CLERKNS &M.wﬂ*‘: E
/Q EW YORK

Brian Sorensen, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore

e, 4th Floor & Company

New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York/ 10005

')

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2107871_1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

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

INDEX NO.: 190087/2012

MARGARET C. LARSEN, Individually and as

Executrix of the Estate of STANLEY
CORNELIUS LARSEN, deceased,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Benjamin Moore & Company, individually and as Successor to

Janovic/Plaza, Inc. (“Benjamin Moore”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

Complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Benjamin Moore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

, 2013

Dated: /Aaw rk, New York
.2

Jordan C. Fox, Ejq.

Belluck & Fo

Attorneys foy/Plfintiff

546 Fift ende, 4tlvFloor
New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,

2107877_1

FILED

DEC 23 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

é/z/\ NEW YORK

Brian Sorensen, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore

& Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005




X:CLB$7342/legaVAPRIL 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ABRAHAM FREUND, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190355/12
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NYCAL
' I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
X

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

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

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq.

Attotpey for ik / 3] \, 2 Attorneys for CLEAVER BROOKS, INC.
Bellugk & F Barry McTiernan & Moore

546 Fifth Aven 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10006

(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3600 _

SO ORDERED,




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

-------------------------------------- X (Heitler, J.)
JOSEPHINE HARTNETT as Administratrix

for the Estate of MORTIMER HARTNETT and

JOSEPHINE HARTNETT, individually,

INDEX NO. 190442/2012
Plaintiff(s), NO. 190442/2

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

AMCHEM PRODUCTS INC., n/’k/a RHONE
POULENC AG COMPANY, n/k/a BAYER
CROPSCIENCE INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Standard Motor Products, Inc. IF1| L E Dereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

vember 19, 2013 DEC 23 2013
MRK'S OFFIW P Oz’“‘:‘

Benjamin Darche, Esq. NEW YORK  Richard P. O’Leary, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Troutman Sanders, LLP
700 Broadway The Chrysler Building
New York, NY 10039 405 Lexington Avenue
212558-5500 New York, NY 10174-0700
Attorneys for Plaintiff's 212-704-6000

Josephine Hartnett as Administratrix for Attorneys for Defendant

the Estate of Mortimer Hartnett and Standard Motor Products, Inc.
Josephine Hartnett, individually :

SO ORDERED,

21562003v1



- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY INDEX NO: 190326/2012

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
_against- JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendant(s)

X
WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

Dated: an‘t#e[g:;zmz\(;?gk F ‘LED

THOMAS®M, BENEVENTANO

ng{f'izck & Fox LLP COUNTY C\%\;E\l(u@ Sorsa & Beneventano

Attorney for Plaintiff NE Attorney for Defendant

546 Fifth Avenue — 4™ Floor ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.
New York, NY 10036 3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler RECEX\I’E D

DEC 312013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----- X Index No.: 190085/12

ELLEN HANNA, as Executrix for the Estate of
LAWRENCE R. HANNA, and ELLEN HANNA,

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

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al.,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
et R LR LR LR R R X

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

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

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

Dated: New i‘{f’(ﬁf:’;‘k | FI Lm E @

DEC 23 2013 i
i /"’ ) /\//} Y 3
o
COUNTY CLEE “FléEé_/k//\(/

David Chandler, Esq. NEWnDRHerriero , Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

% frm % (F-m o
LY B T’-w& [
L\ ﬁ LI

DEC 22013

PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
! ; X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
P - verois X Index No.: 190483/12
MICHAEL T: WALSH,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.Q. SMITH CORPORATION, et al,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc,; hereby requests Summary Judg:ﬁent in-the abovc;
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prgju‘(iice,‘ and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Ycrk New York

Kush Shukla, Esq. Johr(} Guemero Esq
WILENTZ GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
110 William Street, 26" Floor ?St:m?yg gor Deff %0 Ao E
50 Third Avenu
New York, W¥. 10038 New York, New Yuirk 1
e PE_Q\; 2 3 2“‘3

OFFICE

N ~EE SN
COUNTY =y YORK

SO ORDERED,
‘ Hon. She

DEC 23 2013

COUNTY CLERK'S GFFICE DEC
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL

COUNTY OF NEW YORK TAS Part 31
X (Heitler, J.

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
ARMANDO GIACHIN
Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO: 190506/12
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
ADSCO MANUFACTURING LLC ( Individually and as AND ORDER
Successor to American Steam District Company), et al ‘

Defendant(s)

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as
Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as Successor to
Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Armstrong International Inc. (Individually and as Successor to

Armstrong Machine Works) be and the same are hereﬁlsmlssed with prejudice and

Cork F | L

, 2013 DEC 23 2013

COUNTY CLEW\ FEICE Ly mw

without costs.

Dated: White lains, Ne

\ v \_%OMAS M.BENEVENTANO

EARLY,\ LUGARELLI, SWEENEY & LaSorsa & Beneventano

STRAUSS Attorney for Defendant Armstrong

Attorneys for Plaintiffs International, Inc. (S///a Armstrong

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" FLOOR International, Inc., Individually and as

New York, NY 10017 Successor to Armstrong Machine Works)

(212) 986-2233 3 Barker Ave., White Plains NY 10601
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She ertler







SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY | :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 190055/2013
This Document Relates To :

WILLIAM WHELAN

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. (“Kelly-Moore”) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§ 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Kelly-Moore 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
deféﬁdaﬁt K‘elly-Mo}o’r-e be énd the séme are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘LE D -

- April /8 ,2013 -
23 2013

ﬂ, 3

, RK'S O%@N\/QCOV\}M/\
Attofaey for Plaintiff W YORK ttgrney for Defendant Kelly-Moore
Daniel Wasserberg C. Canoni
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hawkins Parnell Thackston & Young LLP
700 Broadway 90 Broad Street, 9th Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED: )
Hon. She}

RECETVS!

e

NOV 0 4 2013

PART 2
f-— 4




-’75aMAarieVNorﬁmcraft, Esq.

315-13/TMC
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS
LITIGATION NYCAL
___________________________________ S '
RICHARD FALLON, Index No.: 190156-13
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a/.,
Defendants.
WHEREFORE, Defendant, DONJON MARINE CO. INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules 83212, dismissing Plaintiff’'s Complaint against Defendant, DONJON MARINE

CO. INC., only, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against Defendant, DONJON WMARINE CO. INC, pe and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and withouthls .
Dated: New York, New York

November _j_((_'_, 2013 DEC 23 2013

“Thomas M. Canevari, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. FREEHILL HOGAN & MAHAR LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
RICHARD FALLON DONJON MARINE CO. INC.

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005

SO ORDERED:

409547.1 Corm



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation
VINCENT J. AMADO, NYCAL
Plaintiff,
-against- Index No. 190170/2013

MINNESOTA MINING AND MANUFACTURING NO OPPOSITION
CO., etal., SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants. AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, 3M Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 3M Company, without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, 3M Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without

costs.
Dated: New York, New York

Y 7 =y

Laqu. / Timothy J"McHugl? Esq. ,
SE WEISS LLP LAVIN, O’NEIL, Riccl, CEDRONE &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DiSIPIO ,

77 Water Street, 26™ Floo Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10005 3M Company

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335
New York, New York 10170
(212) 319-6898

hle-St - : _ F’Lé
Sticrry Klein Heitle L

DEC 23 7p13

NEw LR | ©F =S

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

ANTHANASIOS KOSTARIDIS and ASIMENI: Index No.: 190361/2013

KOSTARIDIS,
NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT
~against- KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum 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, Kaiser Gypsum 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 Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc.,Fa‘iEEDereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York CLERK'S OFFICE
5 4 u]’l/@_ , 2013 COUNT\‘(\‘E\N YORY

B 'avnaVChangmni, Esq. BenAMhe,L]:

omey for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
SER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. ANTHANASIOS KOSTARIDIS and
EWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP ASIMENI KOSTARIDIS
77 Water Street, 21% Floor WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway
212.232.1300 New York, New York 10003
File No. 29510.1092 212.558.5 —

SO ORDERED,

Honl[ SheA¥ Klein Heitler

4841-3979-2662.1



