











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.: 118498/98

RICHARD H. DIMLER AND CAROL :
DIMLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be F E‘én B e
sl -

without costs.

aereby dismissed with prejudice and

"M

AN 07 2014
d: N
Date hew YorkéNew ;{;)olrk COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Avsm L0
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Richard H. Dimler and Carol Dimler Treadwell Corporation

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10003 »  New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
] Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler

1235-20501

RECEIVED

DEC 2 ¢ 2013

PART 30

{N0263901-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 118498/98

RICHARD H. DIMLER AND CAROL :
DIMLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

without costs. , F E L E D

Dated: New York, New York JAY U7 2014
Lember 4 2013
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YO
N
Aoam ¥ Nec LL >5Q Ker€ann ook, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Richard H. Dimler and Carol Dimler Courter & Company, Inc.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

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

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

SO ORDERED,

leinHeitler

{N0263902-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: E
i Index No.: 118498/98

RICHARD H. DIMLER AND CAROL :
DIMLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F i L

December 3 2013
JAN 077 2014
@L COUNTY CLER VA,QJ:ELQEWV/JI

D
LAlv1
nee K

Aoa R2es0 H:'sq _ NEW YRR Hollman, Fsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Richard H. Dimler and Carol Dimler Avocet Enterprises, Inc.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York, New York 10003

New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 "

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

722-1696

RECEIVED

neC 90209

o ok [EEE .
ey 2 ' wp T
S T RN
Fd & eom

{N0263906-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
» Index No.: 118498/98

RICHARD H. DIMLER AND CAROL :
DIMLER : 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 plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, with
prejudice and there being no opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York -

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI @W
qo ), “ERREL
D
My \%@ Kerryann M. Cook, Esq.

A © .
WEITZ & LUXENHERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Floyd C. Bowdish and Dorothy Bowdish Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
700 Broadway ~ 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York 10004

New York, New York 10003 ‘
509-3456

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

{N0263885-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL %
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { I.A.S. Part 30 ,/‘\%))8
(Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: :
i Index No. 109937/02
BRUCE N. FLANIGAN and MARY FLANIGAN,

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION

 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
AC &S,INC,etal,
Defendants.

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

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be FAT EEtﬁy dismissed with prejudice and without
~adl R

costs.
JAY 07 200

Dated: New York, New York

1R/16//3 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Anthony Amegrano, Esq. Da 7 Barty, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Bruce N. Flanigan
LEWIs BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, 21% Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003

212.232.1300 | 212.558.5500 RECE}_V ED

Fite No. 1863.24651
DEC 2 ¢ 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

4851-1974-6320.1



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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSVCHK, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-118998

RICHARD SMITH SR. AS THE EXECUTOR NO OPPOSITION

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN WARD, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York \\\\\'\\ \5
= OO
@M’ /)/ﬁ ¢ \\f\ g
CARL FIGUEROA, ESQ. / FRANK ORTIZ, ES&.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, S = B2 Richard Smith Sr. as the Executor for the
Kohler Co. F E %_ " hJ Estate of John Ward
40 Paterson Street - 700 Broadway
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 . New York, New York 10003
AN 07 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED: NEW YORK

H@y Kiein Heitler
RECEIVED

DEC 2 ¢ 2013

PART 30




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PQ BOX 480

NEW BRUNGAICK, NJ

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

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 99-111360

RICHARD SMITH SR. AS THE EXECUTOR NO OPPOSITION

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN WARD, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York \\\\H\\\>
N b“\

Cad e (0
CARL FIGUEROA, Ec?oz FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORA WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P:
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Richard Smith Sr. as the Executor for the
Kohler Co. Estate of John Ward
40 Paterson Street 700 Broadway
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 New York, New7 10003

SO ORDERED:

1A 47 2014 ofh. Sherry Klein Heitler

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE n ECETV ED

NEW YORK
DEC 202013

PART 30




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE
Index No.: 190360/12

Plaintiff(s), =~ NO OPPOSITION

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

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

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

POWER FLAME, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either

-
Dated: New Yor ,»N w IAN 07 2014
/&j/ I// OUNTY a&%ﬂj
NEW YORK L ( L1t/ ™

7
/ C
Jordan Fox,Esq \7 Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, \LL SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Avenue Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

(212) 651-1575 ey York, New York 10022

Ay 651-7500

SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE
Index No.: 190360/12

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

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

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

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

GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either

FILED

AR 07 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF]
NEW YOR

Jordan Fox,Esq. Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.

party.

Belluck & ¥Fox; SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaint & MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Fifth Avenu Attorneys for Defendant

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

(212) 651-1575

&w York, New York 10022

SOORDERED, L= X7 RECEIVED

DEC 20 2013

PART 30



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

Index No.: 190100/13
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROGER CANTY,
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 bgjaf é«: Dhereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs to either party. |

1A 07 2
Dated: _ No\) 27T ,2013 ok
New Y COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW Y

Daniel Wasserberg, Esq. Lindgdy T. {pster, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONLEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Aurora Pump Company

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

12) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

DEC 2 ¢ 2013

PART 30




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

Index No.: 190064/10
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JAMES COOPER, JR.,

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

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

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

to either party.

Dated: Hjll , o 20Nk
New York, New York AU [
o ‘s OFF,
NTY CLERK
)220 new e /1)
John Rieffond, Esq. Jennifef 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

NY 10022

SO ORDERED,




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

Index No.: 126682/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOHN FREEMAN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIM, 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 sa1§’§;a§ Ee?iﬁsed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

IAY 07 2014
Dated: (Decembze & 2013
New York, New York  COUNTY CLERK'S OFF|CE

M%, A’Oﬁ)m

id Barry; Bsg. Lindseg;lFoﬁjr, Esq. :

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGA ¢cCAMBRIDGE

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

'CO’UNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ?‘Zg’% 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION iy art

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: : Index No: 190325-13

ARNOLDC. ACKERLEY JR,, 5 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff,
- against -
ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Tenneco, Inc, and Tenneco Automotive Operating Company, Ine.,
named as Tenneco Individually and s/ifl to Walker Manufacturing Company, (“Tenneco™)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purswant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff®s complaint against Tenneco with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

Tenneco. be and the same are hereby dxsmxssed with preJudlce and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
December b, 2013

Attorncys for Tenneco

700 Broadway 750 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 308-4411

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

BARBARA. WALKER as personal representative for
the estate of MURRAY N. WALKER, SR. and NY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
BARBARA WALKER as spouse, NYCAL Index No.: 190433/11

Plaintiffs,

- against -
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

ABB,INC. ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND

Defendants. ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant MERIDEN MOLDED PLASTICS hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, MERIDEN MOLDED PLASTICS, 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

¢ are hereby dismissed with

defendant MERIDEN MOLDED PLA§§1§% be Et

prejudice and without costs.

IAY 07 204

Dated: November 25, 2013

New York, New York NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
/ /7 - YM %
WW atthew Fari 56; ifje M. Merritt, Esquire
Eafly & Strauss LLC White and Williams LLP

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor One Peny Paza, Suite 4110
New York, NY 10017
Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED,

12567302v.]



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
AL R R L LR LR LR X LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
-------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190149-13
BERNARD TARPEY and JOAN L. TARPEY,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff{(s), SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al.,
Defendant.
...................................... X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES,
INC,, sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY” and “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC,,
Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successot to
KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc.,” and its past and present parents,
affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents,
heirs and assigns (“Defendant™), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, diémissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there béing no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.
Signed by Defendant: November 27, 2013
' Signed by Plaintiff: _\)ON - >"“‘ '

Daniel Wasserberg, Esq, 1Ay 07 2014
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.,

Attorneys for Plaintiff co Ty ¢L=4¢
700 Broadway )

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

30 ORDERED: ngta 1 Klein Heitl RE
Hongtable Sherry Klein Heitler £ C E I VE
eD

DEC 2 2013

PﬁRTgo

J

1345 Avenue of the Americas
7 Floor

New York, NY 10105

(212) 548-2100




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation
SAUL SHEIMAN NYCAL
Plaintiff, Index No. 190382/2013
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to SUMMARY
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al., JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Defendants.
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, with 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 with prejudice and without

costs.
Dated: York, New York
UL = ped
an Belasky, Esq. ;ﬂ‘ [l %m g“’“ " Timothy J/McHygh, Esq.
LLUCK & FOX E et T LAVIN, O’NEIL;RICCI, CEDRONE &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DISIPIO
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor AN 07 2014 Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 3M Company
i o, 42 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335
COUIY CLs P = T New York 10170
(212) 319-6898
SO ORDERED:

HongeeBle Shet eitl Heitler

RECEIVED

DEC 2 ¢ 2013

PART 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X Index No. 190419/2013
REMO CORSI and MARIA CORS]I,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al.,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, 3M Company, hereby requests summary judgment in thel
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 3M Company, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendant, 3M Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

ph W. Belluck, Esq. _ Tlmoth{ WcHu ,Esq.
ELLUCK & FOX 18 67 2014  Lavin, O’NEL, Riccr, CEDRONE &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs - DiISIPIO
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ FloorCOU NTY CLER® S ;- Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 NEW v 3M Company
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335

New York, New York 10170

(212) 319-6898 EX\’ED

SO ORDERED:




AN

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation
MICHAEL MURPHY and MARGARET MURPHY, NYCAL
Plaintiffs, Index No. 190272/2013
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to SUMMARY
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al., JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Defendants.
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, with 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 with prejudice and without

/doseph W. Belluck, Bsq. oy iy TY CLERK'S OF ity J. WleHugt Esq—

BELLUCK & FOX NEW YORK LAVIN, O’NEIL, RiCcCl, CEDRONE &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DISIPIO
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 3M Company
420 Texington Avenue, Suite 335
New York, New York 10170
(212) 319-6898
SO ORDERED:

RECFIVED

oEC 20201

AN 6% p—
T PART 30
COUNTY CLERK'S OF
fs .,Fl
NEW YORi CE




«

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation

LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM and JOHANNA NYCAL

PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM,
Index No. 190129/2013

Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to JUDGMENT MOTION

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al., AND ORDER

Defendants,
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, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsf
defendant, 3M Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

COsts.

AN 07 2014

Vs

Jessica Russell Esq. O i J. sq. —
| COUNTY CLERK'S OF ; -
ﬁgLLUCIf( 8;) lF'Of'(ff NEW YORK LA;I)III\SI’IP (:O EIL, RicCl, CEDRONE &
orneys for Plaintifts
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 3M Company

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335
New York, New York 10170
(212)319-6898

rECEIVED

Syt I

SO ORDERED:

DEC 22013

Pmr\l 30




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbestos
X Litigation
SULPICE CHAMBLIN and ELSIE CHAMBLIN, NYCAL
Plaintiffs, Index No. 190262/2013
-against-

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al.,

Defendants.
X

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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, with 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 with prejudice and without
! o W

sl I
costs. E“‘“ ﬁ aﬁ %:;

Dated: New York, New York
( 1L]l% I 07 2014

ohn Ryan, Esq. NEW YORK
BELLUCK & FOX
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DISIPIO
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 3M Company
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335

New York, New York 10170

(212) 319-6898

Our File #: 05745+«t3 D
REEETVE

SO ORDERED:




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

E

ZBIGNIEW THOMAS JALOWSKI and IVONA
JALOWSK]I, Index No.: 190474/2012
Plaintiffs,
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

T Yy vy g ey iy VA oSS S S

Defendant, SCHINDLER ELEVATOR CORP. (“SCHINDLER”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against SCHINDLER with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, it is

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

R, be and the same aggﬂhereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
S by :' ?
w York 21 : E s Bl

18 07 2014

QUNTY C .
NEMIan®Rl¢
AR PORZIO, B RG & NEWMAN, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue, " Floor 156 West 56 Street, Suite 803
New York, NY 1086 New York, NY 10019-3800_-
Tel: 212-681-1575 Tel: 212-265-6888
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for D nt, Schindler Elevator Corp.

SO ORDERED:

Dated:
RECEE J
oeC 20008

pART 30

SHERRY KLEIN

2433852



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S: Part 39
In Re: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, J.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION '
Index No.: . 190162/12
: NO OPPOSITION
This Document Applies to: ; SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
CHESTER W. ZYCH,
Plaintiff(s);
-against- ' .
ALSTOM POWER, INC, et al,,
- Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO.,, INC., hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitléd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES
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 EASTERN REFRACTO 8§ oigh =
2 ED

be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Brooklyn, New York  {Ai U 7 20tk
! e~ 2013
, /NTY CLERK'S E
i NEW YORK D
R

Mark G. Strauss,[Esf]. = Gary T| Healy, Esq]
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC Mc ON, MARVTINE & GALLAGHER
360 Lexington Avenue, 20'® Floor 55 Washington Strett, Suite 720

New York, New York 10017

(212) 986-2233 ' At
CHEGEVED

SO ORDERED:




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

New York City Asbestos Litigation

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO (NYCAL)

ESTATE OF STANLEY LARSEN Index No.: 190087/2012
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
RE: APRIL 2013 IN EXTREMIS

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR
§3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant THE SHERWIN-
WILLIAMS COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: New York, New Yor el
%@hlﬂ% i , 2 i L ' :

GIBBONS PC.
014

Belluck & Fox LLP . 2
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor ~ JAN O 7 One Gateway Center
New York, NY 10036 ewark, New Jersey 07102-5310

Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK's wi fikE eys for Defendant
The Sherwin-Williams Company

NEW YORK

By: /

Joﬁﬁ Belluck, Esq.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

KAREN MAHONES and JAMES MAHONES, as Co-
Administrators of the Estate of JOHN MAHONES
LaSALLE, Index No. 190186/2009

Plaintiffs,

-against- NOSJM IN FAVOR OF ACF
INDUSTRIES

3M COMPANY, et. al.,

Defendants.
_______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC s/h/a ACF INDUSTRIES, INC. f/k/a
AMERICAN CAR AND FOUNDRY COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC s/h/a ACF INDUSTRIES, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN CAR
AND FOUNDRY COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC s/h/a ACF INDUSTRIES, INC. f/lk/a AMERICAN CAR AND FOUNDRY

e same are hereby dismissed wi judice and withoutcosts.

Dated: ‘2 [3 Dated: Z{a (é

B Neovace, 55:,/ BY: Brian S Schlosser, Esq.
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg RIVKIN RADLER L.LP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor B ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC s/h/a ACF

New York, New York 10022 g'i: g YPUSTRIES, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN CAR
(212) 605-6200 2D FOUNDRY COMPANY




