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NYCAL
I.A.S. Party's* 0.
(Moulton, P.)

■X

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

Index No. 00-109071
-X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
April 2016 In Extremis case

CONO AMILO MASCARELLA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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, NYw ,201fb O
§

By:By: \] y || — y / -j, _
| “gSamuefGoldblaÿEfq- 3

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esqÿs — i
NIXON PEABODY LLgÿ "

Attorneys for Defendanff'ÿ «=>

Patterson-Kelley Company;
Key Towers at Fountain Ppjjz
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212)558-5500

|Til
O

a

djsj/ Q,SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

FEB 0 3 2016
HON. PI
ADMIN

ETE
IISTI

IR H. MOULTON
RATIVE JUDGE4850-4868-0747.1



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 5C)
(Moulton, P.)

-X

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

Index No. 99-104745
■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
November 2015 FIFO case

ANTHONY BISCULCA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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
J/7li ViUy N , 2016 / JiBy: By:

Samuel Goÿdblatt,(ESq;ÿ- „ 3 jjj
Benjamin R. Dwyer EsqÿE ™ E**™
NIXON PEABODY LEÿE — L-7
Attorneys for Defendant c.3 e ° L

Patterson-Kelley Comparfy
Key Towers at Fountain Ipÿaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

T.
ftank-Oftk, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

i o

SO ORDERED, RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JDHon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE4837-2577-3611.1



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. PartÿT SO
(Moulton, P.)

-X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No. 03-103514
02-126681■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

TERRY MESEC
NO OPPOSITION

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 plaintiffs 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.

New York, NY
Juiiiry

X- HCK

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212)558-5500

Dated: /1(M_,2016
/ p

-n nmBy:By: /

Samuel Goldb/att, Efcqxsp
__

Benjamin R. jDwyeFEsqÿS — s
NIXON PEABODY LI|M
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain PTdza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

rn
I o

SO ORDERED, RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JDHon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE4837-2577-3611.1



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

■X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part
(Moulton, P.)IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-123950

■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
August 2015 FIFO case

NORBERTO SAMUDIO

NO OPPOSITION
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 plaintiffs 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
)(Y\JUr\J \H , 2016 'g

0ÿ
CD

By:By:
//Samuel Geftamatt, E _r,

__
Benjamin R. Dwyem3sg§k —NIXON PEABODY LEf£
Attorneys for Defendant,ÿ
Patterson-Kelley Companyÿ
Key Towers at Fountain Pfeza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

F-v T. VA uC \

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

•SLI r*m
i o

RECEIVEDNYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD
SO ORDERE]

FEB 0 3 '2016Hon. Peter H. Moulton
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK HON. PETER H. MOULTONADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

NYCAL■X
4837-2577-3611.1



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

X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part y& SO
(Moulton, P.)NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

Index No. 01-120142
■X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
June 2015 FIFO case

RONALD MEZIK

■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 plaintiffs 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
o

without costs. § “T|r ) *5 §Dated: New York, NY
2016

I’Ti5§ -
By: V 4By: oSamuel Goldblatt, Esq. “ °"

Benjamin R, Dwyer Esq. 22
NIXON PEABODY LLP

o--t T. U('. <ÿ

-Franlc Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, //T' RECEIVED
CT-CIVIL-IST JD

NYS SUPREMEHon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016
4837-2577-3611.1



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

X NYCAL
I.A.S. PartÿSG
(Moulton, P.)NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

Index No. 00-107135
■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
2*// r/f°

RAYMOND WACHOWICZ

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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.
o

Dated: New York, NY
dOnUUrK! 2016

c
3 „ -nf 7 ; s r«ri*ar.-s*w- 3By: By: mSamuel Gdmblatt, E&p o$:;

Benjamin R. Dwye/yEsqiÿY': &
t. HclC

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

NIXON PEABODY LLP 2:
* t

Attorneys for Defendant, o
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

!pf/'f- oSO ORDERED, RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JOHon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE14521194.7



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No.: 190488/2011GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Coip., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant TACO, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint

against Defendant TACO, INC. with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant TACO, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

either party.

Dated: White Plains, New York
Pel ,201ÿ

jpJJjJJjL & JL
'Michelle D. Grady, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
TACO, INC
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
10 Bank Street, Suite 700
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

Jor ian Fc
Att irney jbrJPlaintiffs
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI
BELLUCK <jc FOX, LLP.
546 kfflfAvenue 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

M’dOA /A3H
301:1:10 STIM313 A1HH00

ShMSO ORDERED, 1I0Z 1 1 93J" Hon. Peter Moulton

Q3iy

{V0291543.1}

!



RECEIVED
i'LJ 0 i 13

ECKERT SEAMANS
CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC



r .
y

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

-X

IN RE NEW YORK ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 190452/10
■X

This Document Relates To:
EFREN CARBONELL, Individually, and as Special
Administrator to the Estate of PUBLIO
CARBONELL-SOTO, Deceased

Honorable Peter H.
Moulton

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
v.

A.W. CHESTERTON, et. al. February 2014 FIFO
CLUSTER

Defendants,
-X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, VIAD CORP wrongly sued herein as Viad Corporation

(“VIAD”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Viad

only without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defend Viad only be and the same are dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York/Ncw YorJ
Novemberÿ/, 20l5\

A.Montbaqh
MOUND COT0N WOLLAN

Jordan Fox,Esq. F / /
Belluck & Fox| \J/
Attorneys for Pllai/itrff
546 Fifth Avenye/4th Floor /
New York, \Ne/York 10006

& GREENGRASS LLP
Attorneys for Defendant, Viad
One New York Plaza
(212- 804-4200

SO ORDERED, jK6n. Peter H. M
0 2 016

u I



190452/20SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK Index No.

EFREN CARBONELL, Individually and as Special
Administrator to the Estate of PUBLIO CARBONELL
SOTO, Deceased,

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON, INC., et al.,

Defendant.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

MOXJND COTTON WOLLAN SC GREENGRASSLLP
Attorneys for

Defendant Viad Corporation

Office and Post Office Address, Telephone

ONE NEW YORK PLAZA
NEW YORK, NY 10004-1901

(212) 804-4200

Service of a copy of the within is
hereby admitted.To:

Dated: 20.

Attorney(s) for



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

;
"I

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

:
I;

THIS DOCUMENTS RELATES TO; INDEX NOS.:
113324/02 &
122192/99 ?DONALD E. MORTON, JR.,

r;NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Io

=s I“ • sUJ
tWHEREFORE, defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., hereby— requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules SectionJ

S32K?, plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York,

IncLÿvith prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
LL.

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

defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, inc., be and same are hereby dismissed prejudice
?'

:::and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
___

l:
/zMatthew Tarasoff

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Timothy M. Is
DAVID M. SAj/TORO, ESQ.
Attorney for Defendant
Consolidated Edison Company

Of New York, Inc.

L, Esq. !;

i

4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003

5/3//fcSO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter fj Moulton

Our File No.:
S-05850-02 /

/ 17 s
/J
j

V/
-J



Fit Fin3 § (MBfl taoÿ

an
IcftfttfWfe&.rS OFFICE

HEW YORK
INDEX NOS.:
100904/03 &
105028/03

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION,
NYC
I.A.S

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

FRANCIS GOES

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Consolidated Edison

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

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

against defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., by and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York- -
November 4,-201-5' j G' y\ <. A tjj

Mtthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Timothy M. McCann, Esq.
DAVID M. SANTORO, ESQ.
Attorney for Defendant
Consolidated Edison Company of

New York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003-3598

•")?SO ORDERED:
HON. Peter -H Moulton

Our File No.:
S-5013-03



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE7'NEW YOM'COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION,

FILED
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 FEB I t ZOSSJ
(Moulton| OFFICE

MEV; YCFF
INDEX NOS.:
106612/00 &
121992/99

THIS DOCUMENTS RELATES TO:

ROOSEVELT GREEN

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York,

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

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

defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, inc., be and same are hereby dismissed prejudice

and without costs.

V.

Dated: New York, New York
December~9-,-20-F5

./

/Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Timothy M. MECa/n, Esq.
DAVID M. SANJORO, ESQ.
Attorney for Defendant
Consolidated Edison Company

Of New York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003— — 3/ l(oSO ORDERED:

Hon. Peter /f Moulton
/

/
Our File No.:
S-05089-00 //

l



TMM:cg
01/12/16 FILEDSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

plsÿfSti ZOSb
CLERK'S OFFICE

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION,

INDEX NO.:
113335/01THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSEPH MCKENDRY, 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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

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

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

against defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: NewTVorkj _ork
<:

Ut,7

Erik Jacobs, Esq. (
WEITZ & LUXENBE
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Timothy M.( McCann, Esq.
DAVID M. SANTORO, ESQ.
Attorney for Defendant
Consolidated Edison Company

of New York, Inc.

rfP.C.

4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003-3598

UU/?//(»SO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter /ÿMoulton

I
j

IOur File No.:
S-6759-01 I

J



FILED
FEB l \ MU*

COUHTYCLB'i
b.:.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORKTMc:lb

10/22/15

j NYCAL
| I.A.S. Part 50

(Moulton, J.)

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, '3 OFFICE

-j
;

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 108174/06

i NO OPPOSITION
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT
|MOTION AND ORDER

STEPHEN M. DUNPI-IY,

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Consolidated Edison

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

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

against defendant, Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
"3£Xv\ vG ,-yOvkp H7C

LrA- YAlTimothy M. McCann, Esq.
DAVID M. SANTORO, ESQ.
Attorney for Defendapt

/7'L_
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 1/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:
HON. Peter J-f,Moulton

Our File: #:
S-4087-06/

/
*'

/
/

.



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB l \ Wlb
Index No.: 190084/2008MARIA ROSE BARRESI, Individually and as

Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH BARRESI,
deceased,

cQUinvu
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERPlaintiffs,

-against-

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant CROLL-REYNOLDS ENGINEERING CO., INC., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant CROLL-REYNOLDS

ENGINEERING CO., INC. with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant CROLL-REYNOLDS ENGINEERING CO., INC. be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: White Plains, New York
Uciru , 201#(l

liu fl \fZ
II ''Michelle D. Grady, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant /
CROLL-REYNOLDS ENGINEERING CO, INC.
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
10 Bank Street, Suite 700
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

Jon
Attorney for Plaintiffs
ESPATH OF JOSEPH BARRESI
BELkyCK & FOX, LLP.
546 Fifth Avenue 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

„„„ RECEIVEDNYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Peter H. Moulton 7 7

FEB 0 2 2016

I ass
{V0301790.1}



RECEIVED
JAN 2 5 2S18

ECKERT SEAMANS
CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK FILEDIN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton) f \ \

Index No.: 190084/2008 - '

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

MARIA ROSE BARRESI, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH BARRESI,
deceased, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERPlaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT

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 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs to either party.

White Plains, New York
j! J&htJjQLCU&L 20l|b

jrnuAAmlL
Dated:

nii-ri
Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
10 Bank Street, Suite 700
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

JordjjijfL FojÿrEsq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
ESTATE OF JOSEPH BARRESI
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP.
546 Fifth Avenue 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

_
RECEIVED

NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

-QAJ/I FEB 0 2 2016SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / ' HON. PETER H. MOULTON

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

{V0301734.1}



RECEIVED
Ml 1 S 2618

ECKERT SEAMANS
CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC



t SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK e— 8 1 r* nF-lLtbIN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton) FEB 1 1 Kla

Index No.: 190488/2($P!i 5:
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS

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 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY be andtfie same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: White Plains, New York
.,20 ljÿ

-Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
10 Bank Street, Suite 700
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

JW Jordhn FopkUÿq:
Attorney for Plaintiffs
GEmjPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP.
546 Fifth Avenue 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

g?$v-isn°
o % iow

sssS
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Peter H. Moulton 7 Fee

{V0291541.1}
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RECEIVED
JAN 2S 2018

ECKERT SEAMANS
CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
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C!LEDSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 3

FEB I \ K laIN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ICECOUIIYY

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-113324

WILLIAM K. RIEGER and CAROL J. RIEGER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERagainst

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

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

RANK ORTIZ, ESQ. T
WEITZ & LUXENBURG, P.C. J

Attorneys for Plaintiffs),
William K. Rieger and Carol J. Rieger
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

CARL FIGUEROA, £SQ./
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

,-CO-SO ORDERED:
Honorable Peter H. Moulton 7

HOAGLAND, LONGO,
MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD48 Wall Street

Suite 1100
New York, NY FEB 0 2 2016

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE CO-CLIP-30



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

FILEDIN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FE3U
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: CQTO8920/00

122198/99
Index No.

PHYLLIS TERRANCE, as Executrix for the Estate of
RICHARD CHARLES TERRANCE, and PHYLLIS
TERRANCE Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: f ill ,2015

Attorneys for Plaintiff- 6uoa) C. fafirloco
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Sam V. Ruggeri
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

SO ORDERED,
OHon. Peter H. Moulton
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

cn
FE.; ' : 2:1b

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
cou:: :

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105425/99

FRANCES M. SCIOLINO, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of SAMUEL SCIOLINO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: [Manila 33 ,2015

\ n{Mon L Ifydhuj__
Attorneys for Plaintiff- CxJXfi L OCCICW,ÿ Jennifer M. Roberts
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

T~ L
&SO ORDERED

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



FILEDSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FEB i 1 201b
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

. . 'FICECOIF. .

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 120142/01

ANN T. MEZIK, Individually and as Executrix for the
Estate of RONALD A. MEZIK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: DtsirirnltfS) 3-3 ,2015

1Qttiy/m C. hinlnAJ , _........-OuQYl C. btf/CH Jennifer M. Roberts
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

/

/



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

STP.J
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

1vsVtt
'3THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index 2676/07
ALAN IRGANG, as Administrator for the Estate of
DORIS IRGANG, and ALAN IRGNAN, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED: ,2015it /

AttorneÿsTef-PtatntiTf
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Sam V. Ruggeri
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

i
i

I,

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ■
' - rXE

Infifek No. 111050/98
111462/98EDWARD G. CUNNINGHAM III, as Executor for the

Estate of EDWARD G. CUNNINGHAM

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC, Inc. as successor-by¬

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation ("Morse TEC"), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Morse TEC, 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 Morse TEC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

\ o2 |~TDATED: ,2015

JU
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Colleen M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
BorgWarner Morse TEC, Inc. as
successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner
Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

r --— 3/3 /SO ORDERED,
7 IHon. Peter H. Moulton

/ '' ; ' 0 j ■ ■ „I IU;0

i



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FES 1 1 1M
OFFICE

Index No.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: cou::v : 111050/98

111462/98EDWARD G. CUNNINGHAM III, as Executor for the
Estate of EDWARD G. CUNNINGHAM

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: ,2015

'1
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Colleen M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

a/al i1//2-SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

If

. 0 1 2016I
:

1
■ :,r .



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
i.

r-n
Index No.

104745/99 ' -

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: o;:nc?
ANTHONY R. BISULCA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

DATED: \ÿQjCJ_nfY\})fn 3l\ ,2015

olW/ifl L ftfxiiMJ
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Sam V. Ruggeri
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
105 Maxess Road, Suite 303
Melville, NY 11747

c)I<9-h (/>SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

20 IS
NY SO

cc fir - crviL



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

■x

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
f-.; 1 i M

■x

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

MARY WOJCIEWCHOWSKI, Individually and as : (Hon. Peter H. Moulton)
Executrix of the Estate of John L. Wojciewchowski, :

Index No.: 116867-06
Plaintiffs,

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON, et ah,

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Cj 'IE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

i*U3JDated:
New Yo 'k, Nj ork

KirsJ«i Alford Kneis, Esq.
K#L GATES LLP
'Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

Jordan C. Fox, E iq.l /
BELLUCK & FQWL
Attorneys tor PlalnMff(s)
546 Fifth AvenueWth Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1375 /

r'

!Pfo H*SO ORDERED, A -r'IHon. Peter H. Moulton
;

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

•X
•i

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FB \ '•■X

This Document Relates To:
/3 B r

GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI, NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 190488/2011-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDERA.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as

Successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al,

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDEj JED, that upon notide to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant NE/CO. be, an< ie same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:
New Y )rU, NAw

Jordan C. Fox,
BELLUCK &
Attorney for i ?laiÿffiff(s)
546 Fifth\Ayÿriue, 4th FI.
New Yorl
(212) 681-1575

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP
■Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

,LP

Y 10036

:

I<JSO ORDERED,
4Jon. Peter H. Moulton
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

J

•X 10rt3 \IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
:.c; ref \Ct•x

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)

CO'
ARNOLD and FRIEDA WALLICK,

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 120561-02

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AQUA-CHEM, INC., et al.,

Defendants.

■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant C. [E CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

M5Dated:
New York,) irk

/

Jordan C. FoxAEsq. \
BELLUCK & FOX, Lfi
Attorneys for Plaintiff!
546 Fifth Avenue. 4th
New York, NY 1(Bÿ
(212) 681-1575

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

loor

r •

i
i(SO ORDERED, I/Hon. Peter H. Moulton / I

)•i

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

'3•x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ftb 1 >

; v at»vs of F1Gt•X
This Document Relates To: NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 5'
MICHAEL WALSH, as Executor of the Estate of : (Hon. Peter H. Moulton)
THOMAS WALSH, :

Index No.: 107544-02
Plaintiffs,

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER-against-

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

Defendants.
•x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

wtDated: l
New Yoi w York

'idfiJLAd
Jordan C. Fox, Esq. It
BELLUCK & woyjiup
Attorneys for Plaintifrfs)
546 Fifth Avenqe, 4th Floor
New York, NY 1XX)36
(212)681-1575

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
KÿL GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,
'Hon. Peter H. Moulton /

' /■

?

L
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK u:

u

x
f®"IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

■x

C'OUVÿThis Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, Individually and as

Executrix of the Estate of ELI J. SEGAL,
Index No.: 113056-06

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

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

Defendants.
•.....-x
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

NewYM,NaC
U)\(oDated:
York

Jordan C. Fox,
BELLUGK & .

Attorneys for P/ai|jffff(s)
546 Fifth v\venue, 4th Floor
New YorlA NY 10036
(212)681-ÿ75

Kirsjfen Alford Kneis, Esq.
K/L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

UP

0iSO ORDERED, c
Peter H. Moulton , J
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK £

3

■X

FEB l \IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
■x

'U'YfyORlThis Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)VICTOR SILVERMAN and ELIZABETH

SILVERMAN,
Index No.: 110901-04

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

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

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

New York/New
toitDated:

Kirst/en Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP

for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

Jordan C. Fox EyaS/
BELLUCK & flFOX; LLP
Attorneys For Plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth AVmue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

r

I
,SO ORDERED, ' V y 1/Hon. Peter H. Moulton
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK J'

•x

FEB 1 \ ftlb
Y T ERK'S CT
HE Vi YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
■x

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

LORRAINE ROBERTS, as Executrix of the Estate : (Hon. Peter H. Moulton)
of GEORGE ROBERTS and DELORES
ROBERTS, Individually, Index No.: 116577-06

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al„

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant C. LNE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

\hfunK/y
few Yortf, New York

Dated:

JJA
Kirsterf Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&j/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

Jordan C. Fo
BELLUCK i
Attorneys foi
546 Fifth Aj
New Y
(212) 681-1575

,/t:q. /
[IFox, LLP
'Plaintiffs)
enuc74th Floor

, NY 10036

r
/ /HA 3SO ORDERED, /Hon. Peter H. Moulton /

I
/
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ii

im■X m \ 'IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
iV 5 0F!r\C£

■x cThis Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)DUANE E. RICHARDSON, as Executor of the

Estate of EUGENE E. RICHARDSON,
Index No.: 110465-06

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

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

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

it'Dated: \Y\
w {oik, Wew/York

'frÿJbU
Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP
'Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

Jordan C. Fox
BELLUCK &!
Attorne
546 Fiftl
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

:, LLP
rs foi/Plaintiff(s)
KAvenue, 4th Floor

9 l(p /SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

/
/

/ 40/S
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

■x

imf£8 "IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
OFFICE■X

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
: I.A.S. Part 50
: (Hon. Peter H. Moulton)HARRY McDANIEL and MARY MCDANIEL,

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 108655-03

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al„

Defendants.

■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

VioitDated:
ork, New YorkNew

id jJA
Jordan C. Fox/ Earn/
BELLI JCK&FOX, LLP
Attorn lys/for Plaintiff(s)
546 Fi:tj/Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212)681-1575

Kirst/n Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6(130
(212) 536-3900 /

[<ÿ

oM\ioSO ORDERED, f

/'1-Ion. Peter H. Moulton /
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

■x

m ' 'IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

’3 QFF'c£■x

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)MARY M. KING, as Fiduciary of the Estate of

JOHN J. KING, and MARY M. KING,
Individually, Index No.: 111711-04

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

AMERICAN STANDARD, et ah,

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated:
ew Yorlew Ytorl

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&I/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
OlANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900 pr~~

Jordan (t. Fox, Esq //
BELLUCK &J 03TLLD
Attorneys for /flainriffiÿ)
546 Fifth'
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

’erne, 4th Floor

/ '7I
iQhhh i rSO ORDERED,

IY Hon. Peter H. Moulton
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK l

■X 10fffi "IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
•3 Qrf \Ct

■x

C0V1U\This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)DIANE DEFRANCISI, as Executrix of the Estate

of LEONARD DEFRANCISI and DIANE
DEFRANCISI, Individually, Index No.: 110682-06

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.,

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

ic&fv 1*1 /Loi bDated: 3 »ew York New York

idjLU
Kirsten/Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L/GATES LLP
Atjmneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900 / ■ .

Jordan
BELLI

C. Fox,
CK&

,s q.-
OK, LLP
ainiwf(s)Attorneys for/P

546 FiftmAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

/
/ J & 1 i:V /SO ORDERED, I/'Hon. Peter H. Moulton ;
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

?=•=» r■ ’ V'>-r =-ÿ■X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB 1 1 2Dlb■X

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)

COUNT Y CLERK'S OF FTCE
NEW YORKGINGER M. WOOD, as Executrix of the Estate of

HENRY L. WOOD, Deceased,
Index No.: 101027-06

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

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

Defendants.
■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

yDated: i
lew Yoi orl

Jord m C/lRox, Eysq/
BEIiLUCK & Rpx, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

Kirstenr Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022*6030
(212) 536-3900

#/ /
:j j

-i /SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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

■x

FT " f” 3'.fi ;; l_ V" * IIN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
■x

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)

FEB I i 201b
LAWRENCE M. DALLAND, SR., COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

NEW YORK
Plaintiffs, Index No.: 101028-06

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

lp\lo
New Y< fk, New.York

Dated:

'kAjtid
Jordan CFo:
BELLUCK &1/FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

Kirsjÿn Alford Kneis, Esq.
KÿL GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

,sqt

))F[;

Hon. Peter H. Moulton /isSO ORDERED,

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

r is-■X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB \\

co®r(aE?oroFFICE
•X

This Document Relates To: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)THOMAS LEAHY and EVELYN LEAHY,

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 190162-09

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

■x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

uwy i 2otg
7®rk, New Vork

Dated:
New

Jordan C. Fo:
BELLUCK &IFOX, LLP
Attorneys for/Plaintiff(s)
546 FiftmAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-V575

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-60ÿ0
(212) 536-3900

tq-

{, ,

777 /ft /SO ORDERED,
j[on. Peter H. Moulton

i

/

-J
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\
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI, Index No.:190488/11

Plaintiffs,
- against -

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Corp.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS INC.,
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter
“ELECTROLUX”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

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

claims against d sfendaeCfeLECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby

dismissed vyith p rejrfdiae and without costs.

W meÿflains, NewÿorkDated:

/1(
CYNTHIA HL.MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh & Messemÿ LLP
Attorneys for Defendant p
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS,JNC.,
Individually and as successor (mTappan
and Copes-Vulcan “55 Church Street, Suite guf —
White Plains, NY 106013ÿ
Tel: 914-385-6000

j.s.c. 3|q)|(*

Jordan C. Fokr'Bsd./ /
Belluck & Fox, LIi(/
Attorneys for Pla iftift
546 Fifth Me., 4Y FI
New York, NeWrork 10036
(212) 681-1575 7

C772

Wo —cr*

I i SSo Ordered:
/ 7IHON.PETERH.MOULTON /

/
/

/
-J



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

X
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI, Index No.:190488/11

Plaintiffs,
- against -

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Corp.,
SPIRAXSARCO, INC., etal.,

Defendants.

*
WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC. (hereinafter

“SPIRAX SARCO”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto.

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

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, be and the same are hereby

dismissed vyiffi\prejddice and without costs.

ite P|§insyNe(w YorkDated:
Ju,. UM

/

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh & Messemer, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
SPIRAX SARCO, INC.
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000

Jordan C.Fox, EstL
Belluck & Fox, IÿF'
Attorneys for
546 Fifth AvV; 4th FI
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

lintiff

o

s
“Tf_ J.S.C.So Order
■' - ----- !

HON.PETERH.MOULTON S-m - m
*1S s S3 ;

‘
I

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

3

FEB I \ 291b
COUNTY CLERK'S CFFICE

HEW YORK

£3tIN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part
(Moulton,

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 99-121985

MILDRED GALANO, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
CRESCENZO GALANO AND MILDRED
GALANO, INDIVIDUALLY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

A.C.&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.

hta/rnJUn <ÿ/5
New YpckÿNew York

DATED:

I
V cCSby/7) C, tfanjoul_

PETER TAMDMTESQ. wn C fyrlaj
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs),
MILDRED GALANO, as Personal
Representative for the Estate of CRESENZO
GALANO, and MILDRED GALANO,
Individually,
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

VU3HA SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

HOAGLAND, LONGO,
MORAN. DUNST
& DOUKAS. LLP
Attorneys at Law

,
II 1,-2 f / (j?

Ht MOULTC
SO ORDERED:

'HONORABLE PETERS ULTONM/i48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York. NY

Jr...

/

/

CO-HAMMER-1



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

FILEDx NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FE3 I 1 201b
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE

NEW YORK

x
This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 105465/99
TENORE, VALENTE,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
WHITING CORPORATION

v.

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

New York, New York

Dated: \<\ ,

Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
D: (212)294-3527
F: (212)294-4700

Matt MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

rnfik oSO ORDERED, IHon. Peter H. Moulton
" "1



AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE

I, Marissa C. Nardi, state that I am an attorney in good standing and admitted to

practice in the courts of the State of New York, and that on January 27, 2016, 1 served a copy of

the foregoing Defendant’s Notice of No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order and

No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the following counsel:

1. Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorney for Plaintiff

All Defense Counsel in the New York City Asbestos Litigation2.

I hereby affirm the foregoing statements to be true under the penalties of perjury

Dated: January 27, 2016
Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corp.
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
mnardi@winston.com
D: (212)294-3527
F: (212)294-4700



Index No.: 105465/99
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

TENORE, VALENTE,
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT WHITING CORPORATION

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

MARISSA C. NARDI, ESQ.

Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation

Office and Post Office Address, Telephone

200 PARK AVENUE

NEW YORK, NY 10166-4193

(212) 294-6700

NY:1785237.1



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

FEB 1 \ 201b

COU!!TV?WYOR«OFF1CE

X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

x
This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 121776/97
LA DELIA, JAMES,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
WHITING CORPORATION

v.

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

New York, New York

TCVA \A , Q-VL tU.Dated:

MtiL,
Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
D: (212)294-3527
F: (212)294-4700

Matt MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

mmSO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton I

I
Ij i

,

" 1



AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE

I, Marissa C. Nardi, state that I am an attorney in good standing and admitted to

practice in the courts of the State of New York, and that on January 27, 2016, 1 served a copy of

the foregoing Defendant’s Notice of No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order and

No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the following counsel:

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorney for Plaintiff

1.

All Defense Counsel in the New York City Asbestos Litigation2.

I hereby affirm the foregoing statements to be true under the penalties of perjury

Dated: January 27, 2016
Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corp.
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
mnardi@winston.com
D: (212)294-3527
F: (212) 294-4700



Index No.: 121776/97
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

LA DELIA, JAMES,
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT WHITING CORPORATION

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

MARISSA C. NARDI, ESQ.

Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation

Office and Post Office Address, Telephone

200 PARK AVENUE

NEW YORK, NY 10166-4193

(212) 294-6700

NY:1785236.1



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

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB 1 1 Mib

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORK

X

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 104954/99

BRADSHAW, JOHN JOSEPH,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
WHITING CORPORATION

v.

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

New York, New York

7Soÿ\ YCo , *3lCaVx)Dated:

Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

Matt MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
D: (212)294-3527
F: (212)294-4700

,i#L. Ir
SO ORDERED, 12 7 20-Hon. Peter H. Moulton

PART 50
vl&ME COW-L-



AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE

I, Marissa C. Nardi, state that I am an attorney in good standing and admitted to

practice in the courts of the State of New York, and that on January 27, 2016, 1 served a copy of

the foregoing Defendant’s Notice of No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order and

No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the following counsel:

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorney for Plaintiff

1.

2. All Defense Counsel in the New York City Asbestos Litigation

I hereby affirm the foregoing statements to be true under the penalties of perjury

Dated: January 27, 2016
Marissa C. Nardi, Esq.
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corp.
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10166
mnardi@winston.com
D: (212) 294-3527
F: (212)294-4700



Index No.: 104954/99
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

BRADSHAW, JOHN JOSEPH,
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

WHITING CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT WHITING CORPORATION

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

MARISSA C. NARDI, ESQ.

Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation

Office and Post Office Address, Telephone

200 PARK AVENUE

NEW YORK, NY 10166-4193

(212) 294-6700

NY:1785238.1



X:CLB/55457./leeal/NOSJM/november2015

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

■X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JOSEPH LUCENT and DOLORES LUCENT,

Plaintiff(s),

- against - Index No.: 109348/11

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Partptf £

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. sued herein as “Aqua Chem, 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. sued herein as “Aqua Chem, 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., sued herein as “Aqua Chem, Inc. be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Suzanne HaHxirdier, Esq.
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Flooÿ
New York, New York 10@)6
(212)313-3600 5

Dennis Weitzel, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Locks Law Firm/Morgan & Morgan
747 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

*“0|P 3
i/ftUbSO ORDERED, 7 n:ps',

liton. Peter H. Moulton
|S XJ

rn J
/

/
J



X:F.BW/44583./leeal/NOSJM/OCTQBER2015

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

■X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JOSEPH A. IANNUZZELLI,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 120397/01- against -

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.C. & S. INC., et al.;

Defendants. — 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.

S£)£ÿtÿU<©-= wrretie mum, Esq. NLrvcxn L - EVvA
Attorneys for: Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

5Frank Ol'liz,Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

o
§

SO ORDERED, —(Uon/Teter Moulton |R S
al =

~n
I

■:!
o «

cr- Ol2?
n?

J



DUR57097/dismissals/nosim/aue 2010

• SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB l l 201b

NO OPPOSITI(MiSEjM$Mp, G F F [C

JUDGMENT MOTION AND U A

ORDER

- x E
ROBERT PUTSCH,

Plaintiff,
Index No.: 109367-99- against -

DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY, NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, defendant, DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY hereby request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DUROX 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 DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

/5U H <\C t-w , Esq.
Attorneys for Pontiff
Early Lucarelli & Meisenkothen
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017

Suzanhs M. Halbardier, Esq.
Attorneys for Durox Equipment Company
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

ImJ/kSO ORDERED,
Hÿin. Peter Moulton



plL'iuD
FEB » \

NO OPPOSITIONWimMf-
JUDGMENT MOTION AIÿD” 1

ORDER

DUR5726&/DISMISSALS/NOSJM

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

FIC£■X

DOMINIC ESPOSITO,

Plaintiff,
- against - Index No.: 109603-99

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, et al.;

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, defendant, DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY hereby request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DUROX 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 DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

&as H Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Early Lucarelli & Meisenkothen
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017

Suzanne™. Halbardier, Esq!
Attorneys for Durox Equipment Company
Barry McTieman & Moore|
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor ;

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

Qil/bSO ORDERED,
/Horn Peter Moulton



rra»

vee "saotf
ORDER

DURS7269/dismissals/nosim/aue200S

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

-x
FRANK APPELL,

Plaintiff,
Index No.: 108526-99- against -

DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY, NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY hereby request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DUROX 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 DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

,Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Early Lucarelli & Meisenthekothen
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017

Suzanne M. Halbardier, Esq.
Attorneys for Durox Equipment Company
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

theSO ORDERED, /<2ÿ <4ÿ--Peter Moulton
54



FILED
FEB 1'

X Noo??osiiÿmmmW
JUDGMENT MOTION AM)

ORDER

DVRS1UL7/dtsmissals/NOS.IM

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

OFFICE
FRANK PERRELLI,

Plaintiff,
- against - Index No.: 119993-00

DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY, NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY hereby request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DUROX 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 DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

P>c\as\ 6 Cvf Ly , Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Early Lucarelli & Meisenkothen
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017

SuzanÿM. Halbardier, Esq.
Attorneys for Durox Equipment Company
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

SO ORDERED,
60m Peter Moulton

•
■ J /

/



FILE
FEB l >

OPPOSITION sujjwsRvaragj?koFFICE

DVRS7124/d'nniixxnls/nnsim/aue2005 L#
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK [Sib

-X
NO
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

STEPHEN SPODNIK,

Plaintiff,
Index No.: 109394-99

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part

- against -
DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY,

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, defendant, DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY hereby request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DUROX 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 DUROX EQUIPMENT COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

fiiCa'K €sc«.( L7 , Esq7
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Early Lucarelli & Meisenkothen
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017

SuzamwM. Halbardicr, Esq.
Attorneys for Durox Equipment Company
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

---SO ORDERED.
< HfSn. Peter Moulton



X:FB H-/44S79./dismissals/nosiin/ausust 2015

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

X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JOHN J. CURLEY,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 104830/02 & 120398/0ÿ- against -

A.C. & S. INC., et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
-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.

zz
Suzanne Ratcliffc, Esq. t Feld, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Fulton Boiler§Yorks, Inc.
Weitz & Luxenberg Barry McTiernan & Moc®e-< -r,
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14th FloojgP So
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1§)§6 ~ f

(212)313-3600

s

n

% P
z?
rn'mSO ORDERED,

Hdn. Peter Moulton



A':FBW/39212/dismissals/noshn/aueust 2015

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

•X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

RALPH A. MINERVINO and ANN P. ROBINSON
As Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH L.
MINERVINO,

Plaintiffs),

Index No.: F9666M18 lOVÿl-cO- against -

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.C.&S. INC., etal.;

Defendants.
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-Orttz, Esq. He >4 4. No c

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Brian Feld, Esq.
Attorneys for Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor c>
New York, New York lOOgS
(212) 313-3600 ae

—I
-<& 5 Tfco

gf = f

% *■ - ,

SO ORDERED, ft*--MIdm Peter Moulton ik m
9= p

o ••rn



X:CLB/58520/dismissals/nosim/aueust 2015

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

■X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

RALPH A. MINERVINO and ANN P. ROBINSON
As Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH L.
MINERVINO,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 109247/00- against -

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.C. & S. INC., et al.;

Defendants.
■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.

\

ft

Franfe-Ortiz, Esq. '*• Shawnette Fluiff, Esq.
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Flooo
New York, New York 10§i)6
(212)313-3600

LJL

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 nSo g

§1 ~ mrsSO ORDERED, /Tldn.Peter Moulton
m /o 'n



X;FBW/44563.D1SMISSALS/N0SJM

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

■X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

HELEN SAMUDIO, as Personal representative for the
Estate of NORBERTO SAMUDIO and HELEN
SAMUDIO, Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 123950/01 & 120390/01- against -

A.C.&S. INC., et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
■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.

■eC.

FranlrOnfz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Brian Feld, Esq.
Attorneys for Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York. New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, /ÿ2* /&ÿ
pT/fcmPeter Moulton I

1// nO' •-iSp/i
. I§ m

os=
-ti
om



X:CLB/Sm9/DISM1SSALS/N0SJM

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

■X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

HELEN SAMUDIO, as Personal representative for the
Estate of NORBERTO SAMUDIO and HELEN
SAMUDIO, Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 123950/01 & 120390/01- against -

A.C..&S. INC., et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
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.

Frank-Ortiz, Esq. 1 Ncu.VrKj‘CShawiiette\Fluitt, Esq.
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14lh Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

ooc:
2: I— !jJss/A. jf 5 3

3,' \-y S S*| /

SO ORDERED,
non. Peter Moulton / : i'

i
/.orn .I



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

I.A.S. PartIN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t30"

7THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.: 190149/2011

GAIL HERUHY, individually and as Executrix of the
Estate of ARTHUR.HERLIHY,

NO OPPOSITION PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

plaintiff,

-against-

A.F. SUPPLY CORP., etal.,

defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC., individually and as

successor to Utica Boilers, Inc., Utica Radiator Corporation, Dunkirk Boilers, Pennco,

Inc. and Olsen Technology Inc., hereby requests partial summary judgment in the

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

Plaintiffs complaint against ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. for the Utica Boilers, Inc.

and Utica Radiator Corporation product lines only with prejudice and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

against defendant ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. for the Utica Boilers, Inc. and Utica

Radiator Corporation product lines only are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

FURTHER ORDERED, that all claims and cross claims against ECR

INTERNATIONAL, INC. for the Dunkirk Boilers, Pennco, Inc. and Olsen Technology

! - • u :M:SI



RE: GAIL HERLIHY, individually and as Executrix of the Estate of ARTHUR HERLIHY
NYCAL Index No.: 190149/2011

Inc. product lines are not subject to this no opposition partial summary judgment motion

and remain in the above entitled case.

Andrew Grous, Esq. /josepKsfgredorio, Esq.
(_ÿttefneysTorpefendant

Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

Attorney for Plaintiff
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer, P.A.
110 Williams Street, 26th Floor
New York, New York 10038
(212) 267-3091

SO ORDERED,
MdfT. -Sherry Klein Heitter—

HON.PETERH.MOULTON

O

§
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j

TT 0SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK J ; V-.3

!FEB I i 201b
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALI NASOUTI AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE Index No.: 11-190147
OF JAHANGIR DEHKORDI,

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

ABB, INC. (sued as successor-in-interest to ITE
IMPERIAL CO f/k/a ITE CIRCUIT BREAKER
COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, GENERAL CABLE TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION hereby

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, GENERAL CABLE TECHNOLOGIES

CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

GENERAL CABLE TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

\1-22/1U?Dated:
New York, New York

Mark biOro, Esq. c L /

The Early Law Firm, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
360 Lexington Avenue
New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233

LNa-'M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
General Cable Technologies Corporation
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

■J

Sorts'Judge Peter H. Moulton
SO ORDERED,

2" ;

I



i

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

■!

FEB l \ 20N»

COUHTYCLERÿSOFFieE
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALI NASOUTI AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE Index No.: 11-190147
OF JAHANGIR DEHKORDI,

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

ABB, INC. (sued as successor-in-interest to ITE
IMPERIAL CO f/k/a ITE CIRCUIT BREAKER
COMPANY, et al.

:

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, ALCAN PRODUCTS CORPORATION hereby requests summary

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, ALCAN PRODUCTS CORPORATION with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereo,

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

ALCAN PRODUCTS CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

\z2-llUlDated:
New York, New York

MarlHBibro, Esq. fcfW l<-/
The Early Law Firm, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiffs)
360 Lexington Avenue
New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233

■Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
ALCAN PRODUCTS CORPORATION
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

j

i



p/j’ ■SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

!?**%,

FE6 l i imIn Rc: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
•x

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORKIndex No.: 190214-09CYNTHIA MAGILL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS

ADMINISTRATRIC TO THE ESTATE OF OTIS
CORTHELL,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

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

Defendants.

x

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. hereby

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN

STANDARD, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

UIN/I 5*
New York, New York

Dated:

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
TRANE US, INC.
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

“fShn P. Guinan, Esq.
Levy Konigsberg, LLP
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

'/toSO ORDERED,
' Jdcfge Peter H. Moulton



!p=» r, JSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

3

FEB l l Mlb
COUNTY CLtKK'S OFrlCEtu NEV; YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
x

GENNARO AZZARONE, as Administrator of the
Estate of NICOLA AZZARONE, deceased,

Index No.: 190137-10

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Plaintiffs),

-against-

ALLIS CHALMERS CORPORATION PRODUCT
LIABILITY TRUST, et ah,

Defendants.

x

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. hereby

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN

STANDARD, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

iMsDated:
ew YorkNew Y

yMmP. Guinan, Esq.
Levy Konigsberg, LLP
Attorneys for plaintiffs)
800 Third Avenue, 1 1"’ Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
TRANE US, INC.
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

‘fyj /C?SO ORDERED,
L' Judge Peter H. Moulton



PH;X:FBW/33304./dismissals/nosim/SEPTEMBER2015

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i FEB 1 i 2Qlb

NO OPPOSITIOJHJSWMIMiJÿVS OF Fl£ E
JUDGMENT MOTIOlVM$0u,k
ORDER

-X
WILLIAM EDWARD DOUGHTY,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 113057/98 & 106818/99

NYCAL
I.A.S.Partÿf

- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et at.;

Defendants.
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.

William Cooney, Esÿÿ
Attorneys for Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

Irete/Tfoaablm, Esq./
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg \
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
HhlofHlPeter Moulton



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 5"£>

—Jv-)-
X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
x

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 07/101591JOAN A. GILROY, as Administratrix for the
Estate of FRANCIS C. GILROY, and JOAN A.
GILROY, Individually,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERNATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a

NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.
x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. FILED7Dated: New York, New YQ
FEB 1 1 2016

X XLERK’S OFFICE
PelTerTambini, Esq.NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

/John J. iFani
Cullen IndA
Attorney MO.
NATIONAL |R
44 Wall si*
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

,*Esq.
LLP

endant
INERATION LLC

rSO ORDERED,
/- 7■L>

HON. PETERH.MOULTON
;5

■ nl

__
1. - r



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ; FEB t v

COUHTVCLEHKRSOFriCE■X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

•X
Index No.: 190425/11EDWARD WIERBACK,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Plaintiff,

- against -
l.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

MANNINGTON MILLS, INC,, et al„

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, Defendant (hereinafterMANNINGTON MILLS, INC.

“MANNINGTON MILLS”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against

Defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs to either party.

Dated:
New York, New York

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Mannington Mills, Inc.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

David Chandler, Esq.
KARST & von OISTE, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
576 Fifth Avenue, Suite 706
New York, NY 10036
(212) 764-3900

SSJlloSO ORDERED,
y Hon. Peter H. Moulton

/

/



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

•X
Index No.: 190150/10IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

■X
LEO REGINALD AKERS,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff,
-against-

AFTON PUMPS INC., et al.,
I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. MoultonDefendants.

-X
WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, A.W. Chesterton Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk

of the Court. This No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion may be signed in separate

signatures shall be dptfiej t(Jbe <|ZginJÿgnatures for allcounterparts and facsimile or PDF

purposes of this motion.
FEB 11 2016

Dated: O1/!'/ 2016
New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

M/. 'vft'lsCLcf
/Madina Axelrod, Esq.

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
A.W. Chesterton Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

JanWjÿalsh, Esq.
LOCKS LAW FIRM, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 1 1th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 838-3333

LIPSSO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. MouHol

f

:

/

/



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

•X
Index No.: 1ÿ348/11IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

•X
JOSEPH LUCENT and DOLORES LUCENT,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff,
-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY., et al.,
I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. MoultonDefendants.

■X
WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, A.W. Chesterton Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk

of the Court. This No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion may be signed in separate

counterparts and facsimile or PDF signatHÿs jÿmÿÿ<to be original signatures for all

purposes of this motion.

FEB 11 2016Dated: <0 1 / 1 I / 2016
New York. New York

COUNTY CLERK'
NEW Y0

JanerWal$hÿEsq.
LOCKSLAW FIRM, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 1 1th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 838-3333

Madina Axelrod, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
A.W. Chesterton Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
' -‘'Hon. Peter H. Moulton

/
/

/



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

Index No.: 113102/98
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

CHRISTIAN MERRILL,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

FILEDWEIL-MCLAIN, et al„

Defendants. FEB 11 2016

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs 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.

knnfKi 13 ,2016
New York( New York

fthu/Y) C

Dated:

|ou.s Jennifer yBuaner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, 1

£ Hon. Peter H. Moulton
i ;



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

Index No.: 190508/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HENRY J. ROKOSZAK,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs 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. pi LED
thuuflry 13
New York,< New York

, 2016Dated: < FEB 1 1 20(0

UNÿS!fs OWCE&Mn L toahui ftK
C, 'tf-3 (cxv Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

iLtt jAzSO ORDERED,
Hon.UJeter H. Moulton \ !

.



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

Index No.: 125770/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RAYMOND MICHAEL WACHOWICZ,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

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

plaintiffs 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.

JtGilWlV j<2
New York1, New York

, 20\6Dated:

C. tolLxu _
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. SUÿCHA C_, f5orlo>j Jennifer
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ludner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

FILED
-w-sKSr“i

//6SO ORDERED,
C Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

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

Index No: 107334/2008

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FE8 I i mb

r$E®omcECOUNT V

This Document Relates to:

CAROLE CLARKE, Individually and SUSAN
CLARKE as Executrix for the Estate of
GERARD M. CLARKE

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

y\ 1 2oi

MadntyreÿEsq. PAl an Aiwa i'oxU1 Judith A. Yavitg/fisq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

DARGER ERRANTE YlAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

uhsJJbSO ORDERED,
Hefh P«er H. Moulton

/
f



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

B
■x

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB I \ Mil
•X

COUKTY CURIAS OFFICE
HEW YUKh

This Document Relates To:

ALICE COHEN, as Executrix for the Estate of
CLIFFORD COHEN, and ALICE COHEN,
Individually,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part S~D
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)Plaintiff(s),

-against- IndexNo(s).: 190014-12

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

■x

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint

against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \c\ -lo\Q>
New York, New York

Angela ©Giglio, Esq. / ) / ]
K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC.,

(f/k/a SQUARE D COMPANY)
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. J
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

IT-
iI lbSO ORDERED, /Tlon. Peter H. Moulton / Tm



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

r-X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB I i ZBlb■x

This Document Relates To: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORK

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton)

WILLIAM T. CRUGER and ALEXIS
CRUGER,

Plaintiff(s),
Index No.: 190237-11

-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

•x
WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Vc'\ QOvG
New York, New York

asg. .A*
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Angela BfGiglio, Esq. I \ ( \
K&L GATES LLP M
Attorneys for Defendant
SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC.,
(f/k/a SQUARE D COMPANY)

599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

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

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton o

■
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FEB 1 i MSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORK■X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
■x

This Document Relates To:

MARGREE WOODS, as Executrix for the Estate of
ELLIS WOODS, and MARGREE WOODS,
Individually,

Index No.: 112524-98

Plaintiffs),
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

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

Defendants — x

WHEREFORE, defendant Marine Transport Lines, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against Marine Transport Lines, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Marine Transport Lines, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

£
Thomas M. Canevari, Esq,

for Defendant
Marine Transport Lines
FREEHILL, HOGAN & MAHAR LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005-1759
(212)381-3017

Rtizanmt Ratcliffe, Esq.
Attomeyfor Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C,
700 Broadway
New York, NY 1 0003
(212) 558-5791LAW OFFICES

OF
WEITZ

&
LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 BR

NEW YOR r~r—OADWAY
K, NY 10003 i dS Ikllomÿter"H, Moulton

SO ORDERED,

/
l 3



f;; ::
536.15424/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ii

WaFEB 1 \

IAS PART 50 CQUHTY CUHÿ0‘-ncE
(Honorable Peter H.rmoulton)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

This document relates to:
Index No.: 127887/02

102153/03GIOVANNI COLONNA and ASSUNTA
COLONNA,

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

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor 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, United

Conveyor Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

East Hanover,' New Jersey

Qmn C

DATED:

STEPHEJNÿF. BAÿSAMO, ES&?
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Sc FLINN
Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SUSAN C. BARLOW, ESQ.
WEITZ Sc LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED, RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST 3DPeter H. Moulton

JAN 28 2016

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW' YORK :-
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i* :

— NYCAL ___
I.A.S. Part S O
(Moulton, P.)NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

Index No. 00-106451
■X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
November 2015 FIFO case

JACK KING

■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 plaintiffs 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
,2015

jBy: By:
Samuel GoldblattfEsq.
Benjamin R. Dwjfer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

91 / o/ /ip

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK • rr;
COUNTY OF NEW YORK U -'

’

n]h _
’VsOFnCcI-A.S.Partÿ

(Moulton’P-)

Index No. 09-190033

NYCAL

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

■X
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
November 2015 FIFO case

WILLIAM KELLER

•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 plaintiffs 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
,2015

By:By:
Samuel Goldbjptt, t&q.
Benjamin R. Dwyqr Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



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

I

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

-X
Off'*

IN RE:

Index No. 01-119234
■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

ROBERT DUFFY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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
_, 2015

By:By
Samuel Gdfdb/att, Esiq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW :

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

cooÿrÿ
o?ÿ£ NYCAL

FA.S. Part SV
(Moulton, P.)NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

Index No. 00-112359
■X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

RICHARD MORRIS

-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 plaintiffs 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
,2015

By: By:
Samuel Goldbmtf, EsqV
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

dj/oj faSO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OÿNEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK C ' C-

’ssssmsÿ
JS& x NYCAL

I.A.S. Part yf ST2>
(Moulton, P.)

off'*
IN RE:

Index No. 97-104235
-X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

WILLIAM E. OGREK, JR.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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
, 2015

By: By:
SamuefGoldblatt/Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Q/l»J/bSO ORDERED,
7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4850-4868-0747.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 71,
COUNTY OF NEW YORK *

NYCAL

COUNTY CUM|ÿFFICENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

Index No. 02-126937
03-105600X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

ANTHONY PALLONE
NO OPPOSITION

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 plaintiffs 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
,2015

By:By:
Samuel Goldblatt, Escp
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

_5//<>SO ORDERED,
£ -Won. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



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

V

NYCAL
I.A.S. Parted 5V
(Moulton, P.)

t
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
C \lEVi V

Index No. 97-119411
■X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
September 2015 FIFO case

PAUL BROWN

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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
., 2015

By: By:
Samuel Gmablatt/Bsq.
Benjamin R. Dwy/r Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED.ÿ
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611. 1



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30*SO
(Moulton, P.)NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

l -i U. ‘1

Index No. 00-109020
X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
June 2015 FIFO case

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
NICHOLAS MANGINELLI

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 plaintiffs 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
,2015

\By:By:
SarrfueT(foldblatt, Esq.
Benjamjm R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXONPEABODY LLP

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716).853-8100

‘QPSO ORDERED,
C HonJPeter H. Moulton

4837-2577-3611.1



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part><Sr3ÿ 5

(Mou&owff •')' CLERK'S 0FF 1 CE

Index No. 98-113105

X im
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

■X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ALPHONSE R. LITZ

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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 plaintiffs 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
(*T~ , 2016

M+ KBy: y

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

9j/oj)bSO ORDERED.
•/'Hon. Peter H. Moulton

4821-0003-1523.1



This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

MARY M. KING, as Fiduciary of the Estate of
JOHN J. KING, and MARY M. KING, individually, FED I t 231b

Plaintiff, NEYTYORKNYCAL
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
Index No.: 111711/2004

vs.

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company hereby requests summary

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: Buffalo, New YorkYork, New Yorÿ/Dated:$ ,201$,20

BARCLAY DAMON, LLPBELLUCK & HOX/LLJ

Peter S. Marlette, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Genuine Parts Company
The Avant Building, Suite 1200
200 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo NY 14202-2150

Jordan C. Fpx, EsoT
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 Fifth Ayenu/IfU/
New York, NY/10036

loor

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

RECEIVEDNYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

FEB 0 8 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTONADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

FED 1! 2C!b
COUhTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

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

GEORGE MASTROIANNI, as Executor of the Estate
of FRANK CHARLES MASTROIANNI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Index No. 100405/2008

Plaintiff,

vs.

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Buffalo, New York. I
Dated: Neÿ irk, New York

7 . 2oi6 , 201&

BELLUCK & FOK, LLP BARCLAY DAMON, LLP

PeterS. Marlette, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Genuine Parts Company
The Avant Building, Suite 1200
200 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo, New York 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-5500

Jordan C. Fox, Esjq Y
Attorneys for 'Plain ffjÿJ
546 Fifth Avenÿjeÿth Floor
New York, New York 10036
Telephone: (212)681-1575

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

_
(Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

SO ORDERED:

FEB 0 8 2016Doc #1749654.1

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE



' ’ ■ . ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

-ii
In Re First Judicial District

Asbestos Litigation FED I i Zcib

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

VICTOR SILVERMAN,

Plaintiff,
NYCAL
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
Index No.: 110901/2004

vs.

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
I I \ , 20,1

Dated: Buffalo, New York
UqgL /? >2015

BELLUCK & FOX,ILL] BARC: DAMON, LLP

JfleMi Brauer RuchWa /
Attorneys for Defendant, Genuine Parts
Company
The Avant Building, Suite 1200
200 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo NY 14202-2150

_
Jordan C. Fox, Esq. \i
Attorneys for Plaintiff y]J
546 Fifth Avenue, 4t,rFloor
New York, NY 10036

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JDrfonlÿeterUL Moulton, J.S.C.

SO ORDERED:
Dcxpfgs## 2016

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE* ■--f ff.i



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

r

FEB I i 2811
COUKTV CLERiVS OFFICE

MEW YORfv

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 113335/01

JOSEPH MCKENDRY
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC (“Burnham LLC”), hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Burnham LLC without 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 without prejudice and without

costs.

New York, New York
\\\% 2016

Dated:

/
/

/

Atfetrew F. Bain, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005_

wErik Jacobs, Esq. (
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

f-EB U 4 2016
, PARTNYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL

2926002



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB 1 i 221b

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
HEw Vunr*

Index No.:6l3290/89This Document Relates To:

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

MARTY PERRONE,

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al.,
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: jJovieipber 2q6
New York, New York

Tinjotny Coughlan, Esq.
FORMAN"WATI'CR 43 KMJTZ
& TARDY, LfcMWv A HftoM &<Ad\eÿ a Attle'ScnU-C
Attomeys for Defendant
VELAN VALVE CORP.
328 Newman Springs Road
Red Bank, NJ 07701
(7ÿ-8ÿ3-4400-
732.-ÿ5-5580

Bana NorthefafLEsq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

OU-V-VVMLSO

SO ORDERED, EiiEGlEijwED
FEB 0 3 2016

Fjudi 'eter H. Moulton

PART 50
IMYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL



FILED
FEB "CO'W'VEÿ'Wÿ'

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
•x

This Document Relates To:

Index No.: 112524-98MARGREE WOODS, as Executrix for the Estate of
ELLIS WOODS, and MARGREE WOODS,
Individually,

Plaintiffs),
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

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

Defendants
•x

WHEREFORE, defendant Marine Transport Lines, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against Marine Transport Lines, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Marine Transport Lines, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

New York, New YorkM/SDated:
127? /

S/izanne Hatcliffe, Esq.
Attomeyfor Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 1 0003
(212) 558-5791

Thomas M. Canevari, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Marine Transport Lines
FREEHILL, HOGAN & MAHAR LLP
80 Pine Street
New York, NY 10005-1759
(212)381-3017

s

LAW OFFICES
OF

kWEITZ
& LL,:LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 BROADWAY
NEW YORK, NY 10003

i:

L//7
‘Hon. Peter H, Moulton

SO ORDERED,

i



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL

X
PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of ELI J. SEGAL, FED ! i 20!bIndex No. 113056/06

NO OPPOSITION ! 0r ‘ 1 :J,::

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs),

-against-

Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ah,

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York New York

BELLUCK&/FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plai itms

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant The Goodyear Tire
& Rubber Company

•CwBy: By:
Lawrence G. Lÿf Esq.

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Jordan Fox, E:

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

Dated: New York, New York

i
■s, £3SO ORDERED: tillsZ Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

l PA,I ,
50-E

- nr - CIVIL



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

-X
NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCALIN RE:

■X
Index No. 109913/07 FEB ! 1 Lib
NO OPPOSITION COUNTY CLEFF'S OFFICE
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

PHILOMAE S. DONOVAN, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN J. DONOVAN,

’ÿ! -"r:
Plaintiffs),

-against-
Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ah,

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
s\

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant The Goodyear Tire
& Rubber Company

BELLUCK «yFdX,Lp
Attorneys fo/Pla nttfjfis

Q i.<
aucccÿBy:By:

Lawrence G. Lee,'Esq.Joi dan Fax,

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

546 Fifth Ayenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Dated: New York, New York

!

F- "7'Cc3 ,F0 8/SO ORDERED: 'JlstHonEPeter H. Moulton, J.S.C. PA
So

7 .



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

■X
NYCALNEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IN RE:

X CO'
SHELLEY M. CARROLL as Executrix for the
Estate of DONALD E, MCCORMICK SR., and
SHIRLEY MCCORMICK, Individually,

Index No.: 190195/2009

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50Defendants.

■X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.
Dated: New York, New YorkILG / I (J>o\

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorj

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC.an

By: B>:-«=-
Lawrence G. Lee, Esq.c

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

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

f"--.Dated: New York, New York

/
iy

0 3SO ORDERED:
2016lion. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

A'v-S



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

■X

FEB i l 231b

COUMTY CLERK'S OFFICE
MEW Yor

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCALIN RE:

X
HELEN FALKENMEYER, as Executrix for the
Estate of WILLIAM FALKENMEYER, and
HELEN FALKENMEYER, Individually,

Index No.: 190116/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al„
Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50Defendants.

■X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

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

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York ,

02.C& v zoi
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys fox Plaintiff

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

By: By:
Andrew J. Mundo, Esq.Bsqr'tod

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

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

A'--
j LiDated: New York, New York

iy

,9'?L %SO ORDERED:
/T on. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

L 5o
CO.'/.-f<r . Cfl7i



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FE'j I ! 201bIndex No.: 121595/98,
CAROL WEGENER

AND
CHARLES M. WEGENER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New YorkV , 2oi£

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carol Wegener and Charles M. Wegener
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

— yy/ySO ORDERED2 Hon. Peter H. Moulton
If -

324-2632

/
FlzB 0 3 20 IS

so
■ CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB ! I 20!bIndex No.: 106580/02,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

ME IV YORKDONALD A. SUCESE
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
7201&

KeCygrin-MÿCook- F.sq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Donald A. Sucese
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

ASO ORDERED,
FfcnTPeter H. Moulton

P-"
1235-6316

FS®3 23!5

- CIVIL



I

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB ! i 2E!bIndex No.: 106580/02,
COUHTY CLEF US OFFICE

HEW YORKDONALD A. SUCESE
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:£w York, New York
tVu(X 201<£>

MHULUNicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Donald A. Sucese
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

ASO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

,J 324-6853AQ
. •' G— •

\
FEB 0 3 WW5

PE250,.T- CIVIL
NVS - ;



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105478/99,

LEE M. SHORT
AND

ANN M. SHORTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
AfDuufu 201$

-'A
o/ oC0t/aiffin Bell

/Qui/vrn C (Scrjlfiji
tosAui
Lee M. Short and Ann M. Shorts
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

CZ

u
~s.', Esq.

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp. o~;

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.: • __
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 :;3 CT"

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

mSP -r-i

!i 3 v

r i

S~/J<O3,SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton r— -

■ JJ 2383-22726

FEB 7 3 JiS
P/:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105478/99,

LEE M. SHORT
AND

ANN M. SHORTS 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: islew York, New York
IH , 2016

8cz

nrj
mrn

Keiÿyann M/Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 U]
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

LA CI_* \ T He- C x vAt M ex’ r_ HE
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Lee M. Short and Ann M. Shorts
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

I! * i
r--j

•nr-j

Usl/LoSO ORDERED,
s Hon. Peter H. Moulton

1235-24011
FEB 9 3 Z015

p-'-:r 50f‘.VS
CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105478/99,

LEE M. SHORT
AND

ANN M. SHORTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courier & 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, Courier & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Jr/Tuyy l?> , 2016

ftijAtm C. fbrnlaxJ
OSn C 'Pxf lCLj Ke<gnnJÿCook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lee M. Short and Ann M. Shorts Courier & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.CgrT
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300prv? S
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 /;ÿ
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

oo
CT

sU -03

m

SO ORDERED, X
Hon. Peter H. Moulton r~~-

iJ

J b c 1122-24252
FEBQ3 2015

!YssuPrj£lso
X Clvi<-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109676/99,104383/97

WALTER E. SHENK
AND

MARY SHENK 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
q/ÿO/ ,2015

i h
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Walter E. Shenk and Mary Shenk
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Ketjyann M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 fno §
New York, New York 10004 :~p-i _
(212) 509-3456 o~ —U-c/i

3u -j V <y\

oocz— J

.— Cÿ:.J
LJ --
T5

SO ORDERED, orn
C Hon. Peter H. Moulton

3:j \J
12 15-233460

FEB 9 3 2316
PART 50! :: ■;� .r - CIVILt'.VS 5'



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109676/99,104383/97

WALTER E. SHENK
AND

MARY SHENK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
,2015

OCA JY r,

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Walter E. Shenk and Mary Shenk
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Gabt\nTfell, cstp
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004 —j
(212) 509-3456

ooc:

~nrnca ' ; '

15 Pi

m O

m

2SO ORDERED- So —-nHon. Peter H. Moulton
*• . "i
C0m

1122-235610

FES V 3 EU!6
r-''S



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 108538/02,121099/01

DAVID A. WENZ
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
, 20 16

KelCÿpn M- Cook Esq.
Attorney for DefendantAttorney for Plaintiffs

David A. Wenz
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

sTreadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 51
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 -< -r,

New York, New York 100043 p 3
2n

_
-<~o __
-TO -

(212) 509-3456

yshu9SO ORDERED, ~rI

Jfem Peter H. Moulton Clrn

/ 1235ÿ41
/

/
5 ,

r.pvlL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 108538/02,121099/01 ppQ || 7ÿ

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

DAVID A. WENZ
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, N< York
, 201<5

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
David A. Wenz
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Eon. Peter H. Moulton

I
FEB 0 3 324-6332U2m

~L_NT ‘ CML



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

rr-: ' ' r” FA
l=va : -i ° l:J

This Document Relates to: FEB i \

COUNTY CLERK'S OF r icE
HEW YORK

Index No.: 102537/99,
RIC11ARD PHILIP

AND
ELAINE PHILIP 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; Neiv YorkJi /5/ , 2016

Kerryÿn M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Richard Philip and Elaine Philip
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SO ORDERED,
( ffen. Peter H. Moulton r

i.
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p£8o 3 201$
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

FEB I i 2(M

cou::TW?iiOFFICE
This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 104903/01,
DANIEL J. MURPHY

AND
ROSE MARY MURPHY 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
ft , 201c§

KegyannJVf: Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

;_c T. Hacÿdviÿ c\q .
Attorney for Plaintiffs J

Daniel J. Murphy and Rose Mary Murphy
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

£/£//<*SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

<2

l/' /: J 435-1777% ‘-ov03 20lS«*s.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB i t 201b

COUNTY CLERICS OFFICE
HEW YORK

Index No.: 104903/01,
DANIEL J. MURPHY

AND
ROSE MARY MURPHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

mir\j ft , 2oi6

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

T . K c< < IwWi, cxz .
Attorney for Plaintiffs J v
Daniel J. Murphy and Rose Mary Murphy
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

O' .

o 324-58163 2016
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109471/00,122187/99

PAUL MOYER
AND

MARJORIE MOYER 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 disIJHJEe<j vÿth jjÿudÿÿ and

without costs.
FEB 1 1 20)6

Dated: New York, New York
l/7uun/ H, 201*

T. tlse, . KeÿaafluMf Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Paul Moyer and Marjorie Moyer Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212)509-3456

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

dffs7/6 /SO ORDERED,
S Peter H. Moulton L U , : ;

FE8O 123$-146163 C'JI0 jNys Sill



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 109471/00,122187/99

PAUL MOYER
AND

MARJORIE MOYER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

FILEDprejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
J60IA/ IM , 20Ifff OfHCE

T. Xv\-U, rc tio
Attorney for Plaintiffs '
Paul Moyer and Marjorie Moyer
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

A/ i AAJLX—ÿ- '

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212)509-3456

v-

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

'VLL-? I :

o 3 IB 324-5070K

:Yr . C:ÿ/L



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 121982/99, 107864/00

LOUIS A. LIPA, JR.
AND

DIANA LIPA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant. Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are herebyjjsmisscd withFILEDprejudice and without costs.

FEB 11 2016
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Dated: New Yjÿrk/ New York
X/ 3/ . 20l/>

7

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Louis A. Lipa, Jr. and Diana Lipa
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

£/S, 6SO ORDERED,
C— Hon. Peter H. Moulton uv:

°3?016 324-5B82AS
Nys



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB I i ZOibIndex No.: 111105/00,108351/00
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORKVICTOR LIBERATORE
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 Yorky'NeVYork
X/ -u/ .201ÿ

K<£ryann y Cook,l
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Victor Liberatore 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

Esq.

"non. Peter H. Moulton
SO ORDERED, n

/ 7— °3 ?0l6Nys •35-13052



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

FE3 1 \
Index No.: 111105/00,108351/00

This Document Relates to:

VICTOR LIBERATORE
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yo/k, Ne\ÿ York

/>
7J<

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Victor Liberatore
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

zjsjlkSO ORDERED, Hn"{ Hon. Peter H. Moulton a0 3 2016 x 1-5097AI

’(ÿÿfir . OV//_



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

„ •-.rrrjU

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: FEB t tIndex No.: 190488/11

HEY/ YORK
GENE SPINELLI AND JOAN SPINELLI

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Hamilton Sunstrand Corporation, hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Hamilton Sunstrand Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Hamilton Sunstrand Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New/York, New York j j<3cmfr_~7UT5' j/'j/ytlic:
V

Erin N. Miter, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Hamilton Sunstrand Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York. New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

BELLUCK FDXp.LP
Attorneys fern Plaintiff
Gene Spineln and Joan Spinel li
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 558-5500

~~7SO ORDERED,,
jHon. Peter H. Moulton FEB J $i EJ!$f b59692-01

}

\r ' CIVIL
(N0466686-1 J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

r-j»

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: FEB I l 23 lbIndex No.: 190488/11

GENE SPINELLI AND JOAN SPINELLI
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant, Pecora Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New Yom New York I J
Oclobe/ / !c

Erin N. Miter, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Pecora Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

BELLUCK & F()X,/LlT>
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Gene Spinelli and Joan Spinelli
546 Fifth Avewue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 558-5500

s'-/sj/k J uU U L..SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton FEB 3 3 2316

0539-0253\ PA?,T SO
N'.'S COURT - CIVIL

(N0466688-1 j



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

;!
1' .:ÿ»

FEB 1 1 201b
Cr,Ui' STY CLERK’S OFFICE

HEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190488/11

GENE SPINELLI AND JOAN SPINELLI
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant. The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant. The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
v

Dated: New York,
Oÿtobe — ew York

Stitt £-0/J&'ib

Maria J. Ciccia, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGI-R, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
The Fairbanks Company
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

BELLUCK & FOX,K/LP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Gene Spi\elhÿdd Joan Spinelli
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 558-5500

g/yA - u ,77SO ORDERED, 1Ion. Peter H. Moulton p£B 0 3
' 504-0893/

■ so

(N0466671-1 J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

FEB l '* AMThis Document Relates to:
Index No.: 106451/00, 121987/99 c°«n»rflcEJACK KING

AND
JOSEPHINE KING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
.,2015n.)3o)

Kermann McCook, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Jack King and Josephine King
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

SO ORDERED,
f ■'MJon.Peter H. Moulton nu

2383-26069ALFEB 9 3 2315

- CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
fEB l 'Index No.: 106451/00, 121987/99

JACK KING
AND

JOSEPHINE KING
couHTYaÿrnCE

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
II/3o/ ,2015

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Jack King and Josephine King
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

2/$!'lbSO ORDERED,
/ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2008
Li ‘J

FEB 0 3 2015
PART 50



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

;r
This Document Relates to: FES i l 201b

raUKTMi0FRCE
Index No.: 106451/00,121987/99

JACK KING
AND

JOSEPHINE KING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
_rv/ÿo/_,2015

0
73o.5Y.<v U)oti

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Jack King and Josephine King
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JBaftfm Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

<9/sr//kSO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton --»

1 1122ÿ22488
F£s » 3 201S j

CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FED l vIndex No.: 190033/09,
US OFFICE

WILLIAM V. KELLER
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
LlbfrJ ,2015

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs
William V. Keller
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
"6on. Peter H. Moulton

i U “ U. , V ;/ u'
2383J-27921FEB 0 3 /Jio

PAr- soKY S SlJORr:
CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
FEB 1 i 281bIndex No.: 190033/09,

COUMTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORKWILLIAM V. KELLER

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
1Z/X>/ ,2015

GH, Keiÿyanp M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
William V. Keller
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Tl Hon. Peter H. Moulton

1 235-22773FEB 0 3 2015
PART 50

- CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB 1 1 WlbIndex No.: 190033/09,

WILLIAM V. KELLER
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
IT./307 ,2015

iVl Caitlin Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
William V. Keller
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
T Hon. Peter H. Moulton

"-*122-23156'i.v
\j

FEB O 3 20 is
*YS SUSP'S.0

' CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB ! s ZOib
Index No.: 190033/09,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORKWILLIAM V. KELLER

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
ll/fo/ , 2015

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
McGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

C3b;>rv\ vXjc
Attorney for Plaintiffs
William V. Keller
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

<22 9/S,SO ORDERED,
T "Hon. Peter H. Moulton r— —iu

b 324-9225

FEB o 3 20 iS

■ Civil



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

' ,:J : s" i
ii

This Document Relates to: FEB 1 1 201bIndex No.: 109708/02,105876/02
CARL FANTAUZZO

AND
BEATRICE FANTAUZZO

C0UHTY CLERK'S OFFICE
N!I'M t OKK

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.

DatedUNew York. New York
jl/lU tfjtM /5ÿ 201&7

ZLML.
Kerrgmn M.jZook. Esq.
Attorney tor Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carl Fantauzzo and Beatrice Fantauzzo
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

o/s.SO ORDERED, -f

[on. Peter H. Moulton i
u

FEB o 3 12*5-48752016

' CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
FEB 1 tIndex No.: 109708/02,

CARL FANTAUZZO
COUNT

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AND
BEATRICE FANTAUZZO

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Datedl: New York, New York
, W /Ziyirh /4 ■ 20!§,d

AM[IAMA—nUtL.- -rm*
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carl Fantauzzo and Beatrice Fantauzzo
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016 S4-6706Z

- CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 122173/98, FEB 1 i ZQlb

COUHTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY YORK
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WILLIAM CUMMINS
AND

NETTIE THERESA CUMMINS

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
J{IUWX Yÿ itf- 201ÿ*

* KerrvdSn McCook. Esa.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
William Cummins and Nettie T. Cummins
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

SO ORDERED,
>n. Peter H. Moulton

L .a■j' 1235-19850

FEB o 3 ?M

- CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB 1 i 23lb

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORK

Index No.: 122173/98,
WILLIAM CUMMINS

AND
NETTIE THERESA CUMMINS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/6" , 201&9

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
William Cummins and Nettie T. Cummins
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

ASO ORDERED, 7b-' ; .>TIon. Peter H. Moulton
-* iy

fEB 0 3 2016 324/4672

CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB I \Index No.: 119807/97,
LAVERN F. BROOKS

AND
MARY BROOKS

C NEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant. Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
[]7 £/ , 20l<$

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Lavern F. Brooks and Mary Brooks
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

s/s/zc,SO ORDERED,
C non. Peter H. Moulton

324-4152

03 20IS
■S'C';

:V-'



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

El PD,
This Document Relates to:

F£B \ '

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 105267/05,

GEORGE BRERETON, SR.

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
r/M / ,201*

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

Kei
Attorney for Plaintiffs
George Brereton, Sr.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SO ORDERED,
H. Moulton

1236-14337

F®«3?0!6
' CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
FEB l i ZGife

COUNTY CLERKÿS OFFICE
Index No.: 105267/05,

GEORGE BRERETON, SR.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
//<?-</ , 201ÿ

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
George Brereton, Sr.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

-SO ORDERED,
>¥km. Peter H. Moulton n r

20 16324*42jfEB 0 3

' CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.) '1'

This Document Relates to: FEB l \ ZUlbIndex No.: 107004/02,
LESLIE C. BOTTGER

AND
BARBARA BOTTGER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

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

KerHann M. Cook. Esq
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Leslie C. Bottger and Barbara Bottger
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

9A//C-SO ORDERED,

EEB o 3

C non. Peter H. Moulton

2016 1235-9222

coir ■ CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

r-

This Document Relates to: FEB 1 \

C0U;il'i|i#Y8M0FFiCE
Index No.: 107004/02,

LESLIE C. BOTTGER
AND

BARBARA BOTTGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
f/H) , 2016

MAACTICI
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.7

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Leslie C. Bottger and Barbara Bottger
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

£/§//(,SO ORDERED,
/o)/ÿHon. Peter H. Moulton ' /

0
Ffs 0 3 2015 324-6712B
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

FEB 1 1 AM

C0UHTYNEw?Sm0FF,CE
This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 118415/99,
RONALD P. AYEN

AND
SUSAN AYEN 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 YorkJen W , 201$Lm

H c T. FTac X rC (
. Keiÿann M-Aÿook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald P. Ayen and Susan Ayen 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,
Fron. Peter H. Moulton

IS
1235-209fEB 0 3



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to: FEB 1 '
c°ÿr\if?oÿGrri'Index No.: 118415/99,

RONALD P. AYEN
AND

SUSAN AYEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
,2016Jt/ury IH

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Ronald P. Ayen and Susan Ayen
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

/1V
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456 -

i

2 5.SO ORDERED,
/?='

£ // Hon. Peter H. Moulton SIL

324-5424

- CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

This Document Relates to:
f£B \ '
-v ORElGEIndex No.: 122171/98,

MARK ADAMS
AND

SARAH ADAMS 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
//></ . 2014

i&JiL,?' ML, Mij*.
Kerrfenn McCook. Esq

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Mark Adams and Sarah Adams
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

SO ORDERED. Fffi0 3 20l6Hon. Peter H. Moulton

‘ cÿ235-il211



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

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

r iLfcy
This Document Relates to: FES I i Z0li>Index No.: 122171/98,

MARK ADAMS
AND

SARAH ADAMS

COUNT y CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ul£j , 201ÿ

1
/j \i

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Mark Adams and Sarah Adams
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

SO ORDERED,
4fon. Peter H. Moulton

FEB 0 3 2016 324-4948

PART Rf)r-JYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK OV'rAÿ

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

AUDREY RUDA, Individually and as Executrix of the Estate Index No. 103903/2008
of Hugh McMunn and JACK RUDA,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-v.-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including
KINNEY VACUUM COMPANY,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Kinney Vacuum Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Kinney Vacuum Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

Kinney Vacuum Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

4
0/1

Dated: w Yorkew Yorl ,
,20ljp>

BELLUCK FOX LI MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

CXVJYCAUW
Jordan Fox, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Estate of Jack Ruda, et al.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Grade De Mario, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Kinney Vacuum Company
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREBCÿÿÿ// Dated:
'Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

tts"
coÿ\cjr<oRr'

Index No. 190488/2011

-e,GIN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

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

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as Successor to
Easco Boiler Corp., et al.,
including J.A. SEXAUER, INC.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.A. Sexauer, Inc. (hereinafter “J.A. Sexauer”), hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant J.A. Sexauer with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

J.A. Sexauer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
iQ/ ,2011»

BELLUCK & I OXÿL] MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

<?
Jordan Fox, Esc
Attorneys f or P
Gene Spinelli, < Ml.
546 Fifth Averse, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

David P. SchafferTEsq.
Attorneys for Defendant
J.A. Sexauer, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

kff

z s /0SO ORDERED, Dated:
7Hon. Peter H. Moulton



•;*r- 5

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

CGUUTVIN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

CARMELO DURAN and SEBESBRINDA M. DURAN, Index No. 190019/2008

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-v.-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, including
KINNEY VACUUM COMPANY,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Kinney Vacuum Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Kinney Vacuum Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

Npv Yoyf ,Dated: New York
.,201|?an,

BELLUCK & FOX LL » MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

OATvES
OraaTDe Mario, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Kinney Vacuum Company
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Jordan Fox, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Carmelo Duran, et
546 Fifth Avenue, 4
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

l\F]oor

Q/ //f,SO ORDEREDÿ Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



r

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

COUHTYCL®g;OFFlCEIN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

NANCY ROURKE, as Executrix of the Estate of Hugh
McMunn and DOROTHY MCMUNN, Individually,

Index No. 100406/2008

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-v.-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including
KINNEY VACUUM COMPANY,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Kinney Vacuum Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Kinney Vacuum Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

Kinney Vacuum Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

York, NjDated: Yorkfew
,201ÿp

BELLUCK & ?nX,LLP MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCm
jJordan Fox, Esq

Attorneys for PI (intiffs
Estate of Hugh'McMunn, et al.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 1 0036
(212) 681-1575

l race De Mario, Esq.
Urbrneys for Defendant

Kinney Vacuum Company
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

3/ (fLSO ORDERED, Dated:
(Hdm Peter H. Moulton



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

PHILOMAE S. DONOVAN, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of John J. Donovan,

Index No: 109913/2007

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against- FILEDA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al„
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.,

FEB 1 1 2016

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. (incorrectly sued herein as Sears, Roebuck

and Company) (hereinafter “Sears”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against

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

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

Sears be anduhevsame ale hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ew Yqrk, :w \hI
i

Jordan FoxdEsq.
BELLUCKW F0xj, Lltf»
546 Fifth Avenrfe, 4/1 Floor
New York, New York 10036
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
John J. Donovan, et al.
(212) 681-1575

David P. Schaffer, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
Sears, Roebuck and Co.
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED?1 DATED:
T7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton



A , ■

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
FEB 1 1

Index No: 19{fiSyÿb\l£ÿLY0RK°' 'GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as Successor to
Easco Boiler Corp., et al.,
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. (incorrectly sued herein as Sears, Roebuck

and Company) (hereinafter “Sears”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against

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

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

Sears be and Rns same,are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Lew York, New Y<
_201$f>

David P. Schaffer, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
Sears, Roebuck and Co.
(212) 791-0285

Jordan Fox, Esq. |/V-/BELLUCKW FOX/LLP
546 Fifth Avenue.
New York, New"'Fork 10036
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Gene Spinelli
(212) 681-1575

Floor

SO ORDERE DATED:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK j.V. '

!i

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

FEB i i ZM
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

HEW YORK
WILLIAM F. DWYER, Index No. 116943/99

Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERA.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL,

INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Defendants,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
1 / /3 2016 7y'

/uiyyri L hm\OkA /

J/ /
Y oLCviV c Np'AU'-d Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
William F. Dwyer
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

CRAIG ODLUND, as Executor for the Estate of DICK
ODLUND, and PHYLLIS ODLUND, Individually,

Index No. 101533/05

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,

including, MORSE DIESEL, INC. FILEDDefendants,

FEB 11 2016

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc, hereby requests summary judgflEAf YOM above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
, 26+5 «201ÿ3l 120

VO--G Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

c_.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Craig Odlund, as Executor for the Estate of
Dick Odlund, and Phyllis Odlund, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: {SO ORDERE]

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE

Index No. 106451/00, 121987/99This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JACK KING and JOSEPHINE KING

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation,” hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

FILEDwithout costs.

FEB 1 1 2016
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK

Dated: New York, New York_ \lU0 / ,2015

kj
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
(212)558-5500

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

Dated: £>/&//&SO ORDERED,
r 7Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

a

1%IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

fEB " $ Or

CINDY A. HEUER as Executrix for the Estate of
HARRY A. STOCKER, Individually,

Index No. 190224/10

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,

including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
1 I /3 ■

20(6

('

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. c 'orvUeso Rosario Chetta, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Cindy A. Heuer as Executrix for the Estate of
Harry A. Stocker, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

/
A

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated:SO ORDERED,"
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

FEB l \

coui:rif:lr?o®fF'CE
SALVATORE T. CALANDRINO, Index No. 190439/10

Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yorkmuora /5,2016V

OhM/yj L fcfJo
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. C. Cc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Salvatore T. Calandrino
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

llosario ChettaT'Bsq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

; \Qv_c,

Dated:SO ORDERED.
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

i Usa®

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

liftf®"cootf'ÿoM07f'c-

PAUL J. WELLER as the Executor for the Estate of
BOYD N. WELLER,

Index No. 112292/02
105718/02

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint

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

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

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

Dated: ew York, New York
20\S

%

s''

HAMh L fxaku* L
C <3ÿ- IOAJ Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALADY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Paul J. Weller as the Executor for the Estate of
Boyd N Weller
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED. fated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION F£B l \

“uiWÿo®OFFiCECRESCENZO GALANO and MILDRED GALANO,

Plaintiffs, Index No. 121985/99, 105974/00

-against-

Z NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

A.C. and S., Inc., et al.</> Defendants.<
O

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DatepLiNew York, New York
y/ / "TCc.V -DCs. -X.CA Co

c jc>'TessÿRcragers, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
/EWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300
File No. 1863.20281

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 /
(212) 558-5500 / ■"

£Ay/bSO ORDERED / jHon. Peter H. Moulton

4835-4461-0858.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
I.A.S. Partita
(Moulton, P.)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 2bib

COUTHRICHARD CHARLES TERRANCE and PHYLLIS
TERRANCE,z

CO Index No. 108920/00

-< Plaintiffs.

Z -against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

O
A.C. and S., Inc., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
January

hdL 2/\--V
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. svi c. v oj
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Heather Janis Gaw, Esq:
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300
File No. 1863.25627

SO ORDERED
c Hon. Peter H. Moulton /

!

i

4843-2737-2586.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
UOUNTY OF NEW YORK >V8
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
Moulton, P.

ass- This Document relates to:
Index No. 123950/01r HELEN SAMUDIO, as Personal Representative for the

Estate of NORBERTO SAMUDIO, and HELEN
SAMUDIO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDERO Plaintiffs,

•:‘3

-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

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

wpnfjfcc jgdydefendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

costs. FEB 1 1 20W
rk, New York
'Ycxir\

Dated: New'71 COUNTY CLERK.SOFNEW YOHK ICE

c.
Matthew-Maclntyre, Esq. C, iSro vo-ÿ
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Helen Samudio, as Personal Representative for
the Estate of Norberto Samudio, and Helen
Samudio, Individually
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
212.558.5500

Rebekah Lee, Esq:— '

Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
212.232.1300
File No. 1863.22463

■' o’ :
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shell y Klein Hclllti

HON. PETER H. MOULTON48184328-9643.1
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X SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Pj F:-IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)Z This Document relates to:(/)

BARBARA CONNOLLY, as Personal Representative
of the Heirs and Estate of ROBERT L. SIMMS,
Deceased,

Index No.: 190386/11
Zo NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT GRAYBAR
ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, GRAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC., hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, GRAYBAR ELECTRIC 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 GRAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC., be and the same are h

prejudice and without costs.
FEB 11 2016

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Dated: New York, New York

P\ ,CJL<-Steven T. Corbin, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Graybar Electric Company, Inc..
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300
File No. 33249-8203

Doss*
Attorney for Plaintiff
Barbara Connolly, as Personal Representative of
the Heirs and Estate of Robert L. Simms, Deceased
KARST & VON OISTE LLP

isie.

576 FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 401
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10fl?,6
(212) 764-3900 ■

\V '

SO ORDERED.
7Hon. Peter H. Moulton

■' J

4811-6863-3893.1
/
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
* COUNTY OF NEW YORKi

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. PartJOrSO
(Moulton, P.)

This Document relates to:
Index No. 190329/09

RODGER DALE McCLELLAN and SHIRLEY LEE
MCCLELLAN,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Z Plaintiffs,J)
< -against-
Zo A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs
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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/

Heather Janis Gaw, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
212.232.1300
File No. 1863.20905

Jorc tan F(M I
Attqmeyjtor Plaintiff(s)

DALE McCLELLAN and SHIRLEYROt
LEE McCLELLAN,
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
212.682.1575

FILED
FEBmo«

3Z5//!SO ORDERED,
CHon. Peter H. Moulton / ;

/
/

/
/

4840-6252-5467.1
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'• • : /k-A‘SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I” y L£U

NYCAL
I.A.S. PartKf'S'S
(Moulton, P.)

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB I l 201b

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HEW YORKWILLIAM V. KELLER,

Plaintiffs, Index No. 190033/09

Z -against-
c/> NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
AS TO DEFENDANT
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

A.O. SMITH WATER CORP., et al.
Defendants.

o
WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
n. j-sc> ) \r

Heather Janis Gaw, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300
File No. 1863.17079

Mattlicw-MacIntygeTUsq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

S/Sj/hSO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 118971/03

D'AMICO, ANDREW NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERagainst

WESTFIELD PLUMBING & HEATING

WHEREFORE, defendant, Westfield Plumbing & Heating, hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Westfield Plumbing & Heating, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Westfield Plumbing & Heating, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

7 -1' /7DATED:

V-
MONICA KOSTRZEWA, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Westfield Plumbing & Heating
40 Paterson Street
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

KEVIN BfiRRY, ESQ., ESQ.
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs),
Andrew D'Amico
110 William Street, 26th Floor, New York, New
York 10038-3927

-FILEDSO ORDE
HONORABLE PETER MOULTON, J.S.C.

OAGLAND, LONGO.
ORAN, DUNST
DOUKAS, LLP
ttorne/s at Law

FEB 11 2016

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE
NEW YORK| 3 Wall Street

uite 1 100
9W York. NY

!
:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK PHy b a,.-, t—

-x
NYCALIN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB 1 \

■X C0U>
This Document Relates To:

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO FORD

MOTOR COMPANY

BARBARA WENZ, as Administratrix for the
Estate of DAVID A. WENZ

Plaintiffs)
vs.

A.S. and S. Inc. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., INDEX Nos.: 108538/02

121099/01
Defendant(s).

■x

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

U/so/ ,2015

By:''Qddf Burger, Escf:—AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
Esq. VtioKBy: Frank-M. QJ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Counsel for: BARBARA WENZ, as
Administratrix for the Estate of DAVID A.

DEUTSCH, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970

WENZ

SubSO ORDERED:
HON. PETER H. MOULTON

{01738505.DOCX }



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

Index No.: 101607/07
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

GEORGE REIS,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs 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. FILED
/Oft /Dy

New Y ork jN
, 201$Dated:

FEB 11 2016

COUNTTCLERK'S OFFICE
NEWYOFLK

York

UCareathefSÿsqÿ.
SECTAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Jordan C Fo'
BELLUCK/,
Attorneys, fa)
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

/FOX, LLP
Taintiff

SO ORDERED,
' Hon. Peter H. Moulton

fEB 0 3 )
2016 /

/' CIVIL ■



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

Index No.: 101607/07
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

GEORGE A. REIS,
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs 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 dismisseÿjvijj p|ÿjudÿ?
without costs to either party.

FEB 1 1

; CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

l/CU ., 20\&Dated:
NewVorkJ 4e;& Ycffk COUNTY

/Jordan C. Fox, Es
BELLUCK & KC
Attorneys for PlaUti'ff/
546 Fifth A\enuq( 4th Floor
New York, N¥-
(212) 681-1575

mi, Esq.
SEGAL
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Isha S. L;
.,LUP

0036

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter II. Moulton I

FEB o s 2016 ;-'ÿÿsoÿfrso ICOURT CIVIL 1



SUPREME COURT 01' THE STATE OE NEW YORK
COUNTY OE NEW YORK

Index No.: 1 1 8966/06
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part yt£t)
I Ion. Peter H. MoultonRICHARD RISO, as Executrix of the Estate of

FRANK RISO. Individually,

NO OPPOSITION
SU M M ARY .1UDGM ENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff

- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ct al

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant COEN COMPANY, INC., (‘‘Coen’*) incorrectly sued

herein as "Coen Company, Individually and as Successor to Coen Manufacturing Corp,-’
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 32)2 dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Coen with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against Coen/Bcta id the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs Uj_
either party/ I I V |C 1 1
Dated: Ncllv Yoitc 6 FEB moffi

iredÿDean, IÿNTÿ|JfyoRKOFFlCE
SEGAL Mi'CAMBRIDGE

Jordan C. I ox. Eat]//
BELLUCK & FCTy
Attorneys for Plammfs
546 Fifth Avenge, 4lh Floor
New York, York 10036
(888) 808-0428

/

SINGER <Sq MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
COEN COMPANY INC.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

r//6SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter I I. Moulton, J.S.C. %0 3 ?016 j

;
5602053 l\tys

/



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

Index No.: 190488/2011
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part ytf
Hon. Peter H. MoultonGENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -

A. L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al., FILED

Defendants.
FEB 1 1 2016

WHEREFORE, Defendant COEN COMPANY, INCÿptfoeÿ’ÿnÿÿctly'sued
herein as “Coen Company, Individually and as Successor to Coen Manufacturing Corp,”

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212 dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Coen with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against Coen be and t?he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

either party. C\ / l
Dated: Nÿw, Yor.

S

Jordan C. Fc x, E ffli/BELLUCK&FM JAttorneys fo Plajfqtiÿrs
546 Fifth Avfcm
New York, Ntw
(888) 808-042$

Amir£w_WAD£ÿi, Esq.
SEGAL MffCAMBRIDGE
SINGER &MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
COEN COMPANY INC.

'$r Floor
ork 10036

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500 ___

&hi $ECEUWED
FEB 0 3 2016

!

SO ORDERED,
/4fon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

PART C,n
Nys SUPREME COURT - CIVIL

6309872



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

Index No.: 101607/07
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

GEORGE REIS,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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
plaintiffs 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/!

Opi/O/ ., 2015Dated:
New Yfork York

'‘BetJordan C Fo/,,
BELLUCK/#
Attorneys: furF
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

r'CareatheT§7«sq*ÿ
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT
Attorneys for Defendant cCR 11 2016
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 r»cciPP

New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFHU
(212)651-7500 NEWYORK

FILEDFOX, LLP
Taintiff

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

■J



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

Index No.: 109984/08
In Re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

VICTOR A. TODD, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIONPlaintiff(s),
- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, including
GARDNER DENVER, INC., et al, Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Part 50
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. 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, INC. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice

and without cpstsj A /
Dated:

New York orkre1

FILED 5
Jordan Fox, Esq.JB / R Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
BELLUCK\& F/M FEB 11 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys foUPlaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th FloMnniqTY CLERK'S OFF1C Attorneys for Defendant, Gardner Denver, Inc.

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

850 Third Avenue, Suite 400
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

/

/



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

•x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION m i i m

cmwmGFF!cE■x

RICHARD RISO, as Executor of the Estate of FRANK V. RISO
and ROSE RISO, Individually Index No.: 118966/06

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

I.A.S. Part
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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

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

party.

Dated:/New or :,/'Jew York

CWO I

Jordan Fox
Belluck\§ÿ
Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

(212) 651-7500

St, LLP

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton ii

;



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

■x

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

•x
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI, Index No.: 190488/11

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et. al. I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Defendants.
x

WHEREFORE, Defendant GREENE, TWEED & CO. INC. (“Greene Tweed”) incorrectly

named herein as “Greene, Tweed & Co , LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant GREENE, TWEED, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

GREENE, TWEED<\be and the same are th prejudice and without costs to either

party.
/1

OFFICEDated: New Yoyk, New Fo;

OS /ol/2d)6

Jordan Fox, Esq.\ W
BELLUCK & FOX, LIÿ
Attorneys for Plaintiff/
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575

Jennifer L/Butiner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

(212) 651-7500

Hon. Peter H. Moulton ' '
SO ORDERED,



f**9 :: '
L 'M-J ■ sSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
r7r ; L*

x
FE8 i i 2011)

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK
Index No.: 190488/11

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

x
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et. al. I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Defendants.
•x

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (“GARDNER DENVER”), hereby

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, thstt 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

party.

Dated: New Y( !W/York

■

Kevin W. TurbertREsq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

(212) 651-7500

Jordan Fox, Esq. I /
Belluck & Fox, LLr
Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575

£/s//l>SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton' 7

f-
/



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

FEB 1 1 MU»

COUHTY»if?&UFFiCE '

-X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION — x
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

Index No.: 190488/11

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et. al. I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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

party.

Dated: New Yoi <, ork

mj )

aJordan Fox
Belluck &
Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H."Moulton

f
:a ■'



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

■X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190488/2011-X
GENE SPINELLI and JOAN SPINELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

Plaintiffs,
-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, Individually and as
Successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al.

I.A.S. Part 50
Flon. Peter H. Moulton

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant AUORORA PUMP COMPANY, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs to either party. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk

of the Court. This No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion may be signed in separate

counterparts and facsimile or PDF signatures shall be deemed to be original signatures for all

FILEDpurposes of lotion.

Nt / 2016 FEB'U Z016Datedt _C
New York,, w Yoi

Katrina H. Murphy,
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

Jordan C. gfox, Bsq.
BELÿudjC i/FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4tfl Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

p/yA-SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

fEB 0 3 ,
2016

Ws
URT- 0'VIL



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

x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190084/08x
JOSEPH BARRESI and MARIA ROSE BARRESI,

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

-against-

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

FEB 1 1 2016Defendants.
x

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC NfHTOifter “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 eit ler panty.

Dated: New York, New /for]
pajoi /a.-it US'

Jordan Fox, Esq. IT
BELLUCK & FOX’LhP
546 5th Ave,Vth /or
New York, NYT0036
(212) 681-1575

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
/Hon. Peter H. Moulton



cSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

. iv >5

■x FE8 1 » 2Sib

/oJf 0 3 jot

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

x
AUDREY RUDA, Individually and as Executrix of
The Estate of JACK RUDA, deceased.

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

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Defendants.
-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant WARD LEONARD ELECTRIC CO. (“WARD

LEONARD”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant WARD

LEONARD with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, WARD LEONARD be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: o2loj , 201*
New York, New York

BELLUCK & Fi ,LLP SEGAL
SINGE

cCAMBRIDGE
it MAIJOtVEY, LTD.

Andrew V
'Attorneys'
Ward Leonard Electric Co.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

Jordan C. Fox, Ei ( I
Attorneys for Pl<| t IpY
546 5th Avenqe.
New York, New York 10036

I Dqan, Esq.
-Defendant

'loor

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK p : i [ ■'

g i,. wi.rrj i,-jne»

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

FEB i \ 20!b
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

CCUKTY CLEBjVS OFFICE
EDWARD T. PALMER and ELEANOR
PALMER,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 109280/00

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et ah,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New YorkJllJ/lPl

AM
Suzanne Ivl. Ratcliffe, Esq.
/Weitz 8/Ltixenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Giqyanni/ReginaAEsq.
WATERS, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadwayy
New York;
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

/

fw York 10279

"1KSTSO
FEB »3 m j

SO ORDERED:
K6n. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. ' CIVIL



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190296/2011This Document Relates To:

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

EDWARD BORST and PATRCIA BORST,

Plaintiff,

-against-

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

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILEDwithout costs.

FEB 11 2016

TY CLgRK'S OFFICE
"fiwYORK

fork I New Yqjkr
Dated:

lew

A

Jordan Fox, I sqT/
BELLUCK myX, LLP
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Ave*,/4th Floor
New YorVNpW York 10036
(212)681-1575

Timothy Coughlan, Esq.
FORMAN WATKINS ICRUTZ
&-TARDY7LLP- £ frOOeRSaV l±C
Attorneys for Defendant
328 Newman Springs Road
Red Bank, NJ 07701
(732) 853-4400 $-$530

=4ÿ /Sigg
FEB o 3

SO ORDERED,
Judge'Peter H. Moulton

2016

!ELC°U«T. c:vu_



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: SlftlllfooiPThis Document Relates To:

N00Wi,il8FFCPEGGY JANE SMITH, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of DANA “GENE”
SMITH,

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDERPlaintiff,

-against-

84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

s£)without co

Dated:
Nejv Y1prkJJNew/Yorl

X
Timothy Coughlan, Esq.
FORMANlVATKmS-ÿtfFÿ-Mÿÿ HfWL
<frTAR©¥rfcCP U-C.
Attorneys for Defendant
328 Newman Springs Road
Red Bank, NJ 07701 --__-(732)

Jordan Fox,
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Ave., 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

FEB 0 3 2016SO ORDERED,
/Judge Peter H. Moulton

PART 50NYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL



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

„ f*c->

f S 3 \*m * *, i-t— V

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: 10907$$ 1 '
NO OPPOsMoftt;|vr?0ÿ;
SUMMARY

Index No.:This Document Relates To:

VCONO AMILO MASCARELLA,

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.C. and S., INC., et al.,
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

: ‘tie'll rDated:
New Yodfe, New York

Timothy'Cough
RJ101AN WATKINS KRUT2
&-TARDY, LfcP Marco
Attomeys for Defendant '
VELAN VALVE CORP.
328 Newman Springs Road
Red Bank, NJ 07701
(7-32) 852-4400-
'RMH's-KsCi

S//C,

Phan Alvarado, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC
Attorneys for plaintiffs)
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, re) : I— ii ;Judge Peter H. Moulton / u

FEB 0 3 2016
PART 50

NYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - - • *r

FEB I »
LA.SApart 50 COUKTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULfON, A.J.S.C.)

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

VINCENT BOYLE and ELLEN BOYLE,

Plaintiff(s),
INDEX NO.: 116423/01

vs.

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
AJPV 2015 ?

JlrfyvL-
Giovÿmni Retina, Hsq.
WATERS, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway,/
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

;

2, % 0W/kSO ORDERED: 3 ;?!6- Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.SÿC?

c0Ul(T
c:vjL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ri-s

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

f£B 1 1 2Slb

I.A.S. Part 50 COUKTYCUplOFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A?J:S.a)

NYCAL
RKNORBERT KACZ and AUDREY KACZ,

Plaintiff(s),
INDEX NO.: 106709/02

vs.

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
PO* 2015

m
Gt6\ranni Regina) Esq.
WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway-ÿ
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

, if

f$//L m 0 3 20l6SO ORDERED:
Htfn. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. /

CLÿSiSnr - CIVIL



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

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

FEB i t

LAÿPartSO GCUHTY CLEKK|S C
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON1/ A.J.S.C.)MARY T. GOODBAR, Individually and

as Executrix for the Estate of MILTON
GOODBAR,

INDEX NO.: 190009/12
Plaintiffs),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
etaL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

?Dated: New York, New York
/00ÿ QLj 2015 /

m
Giotfahni Regina,Esq.
WATERS,/VIcRHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 BroadWaf
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

J 3 ■' ..ÿ/o :' . J
t

SO ORDERED:
T Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. QV/i.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK b |! :

TS ,:i J. !.••.•!}
y

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

FEB i i 2Qlh
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON,ajO.&C.)

COUNTY CLEnu'S OFFICE
ROSEMARIE DeMAURO, as
Administratrix for the Estate of
JOSEPH DeMAURO, and ROSEMARIE
DeMAURO, Individually, INDEX NO.: 104731/00

Plaintiffs),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
vs.

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
PO\J act . 2015

WtL
Giovanni Regina,
WATERS, (Wcf
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

RSON, McNEILL, P C.

u u
hjj

Z. ■

Us 0 3SO ORDERED: 20 JoiHon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. /
so

'-GURT - CIVIL



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

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

FEB I i 20!b
COUNTY CLEÿil'S OFFICE

(HON. PETER H. MOULTOtf;rÿ:JL§l&)
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

JIM HNISDO, as the Proposed Executor
for the Estate of HOWARD HNISDO,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 117232/07

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
MQ\J 2U\ . 2015

Z.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Giovanni Regina, Esq.
WATERS, MCPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

/

A$9X °3SO ORDERED: %' Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C/
U*T

*



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

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

FEB 1 1 131b
NYCAL _p,

I.A.S. Part 50 COUi-i i Y CLbsub Ur r

(HON. PETER H. MOULTOtfM*J.s'.&)JOHN R. DRAPER and GENEVIEVE
DRAPER,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 190116/08

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
et al..

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
MCM 3 2015

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

Qfovanni Regjha, Esq.
WATERS, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C.
233 BibsdWay
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

IFEB '•> 3 mSO ORDERED:
C Hort. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.SJ

PA’-~ 50- SUPREME cot ;?r - CIVIL



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

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

FEB I i 20lb
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTONKA.J.S.C.)EILEEN REILLY, Individually and as

Proposed Executrix for the Estate of
WALTER REILLY,

INDEX NO.: 100917/08
Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
AJOv/ 3*4 2015

©idvanni Regina,[Esq.
WATERSkMcPjÿERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

/

/ %ML UlSSO ORDERED: /HOK Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C.
cOÿ



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB I \ 201b

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 C0U> ST Y CLERK'S OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTONfft.Mc.)CHARLES BAGGIANO and LOUISE

BAGGIANO,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NOS.: 100387/08
132167/93

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
etaL,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
fOOV/ <PM 2015 '7

m
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

nni Regina, tsq.
WATERS, MbPHEfpSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway
New York, Nfew
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Gij

irk 10279

h

(p
i /

SO ORDERED: /
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C.'

/CO:c<KT __



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

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

FEB 1 \
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 G0U’,rf YCLERK-S OF
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)FRANCES MAZZA, Individually and as

Administratrix for the Estate of
RAYMOND MAZZA,

INDEX NO.: 100916/08
Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
etaL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
MOV '3q 2015

~T Giovanni Regina/tEsA.
WATERS, McPhlERSpN, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway / J
New York, NewvYof)/l0279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

S, v- ;;,v
/ 77C

%°3 >
'' --S'

3/sy/fc *016SO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J<S.C. 77

5'V



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 1LE'0

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

FEB 1 1 201b
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 WFV/ Yf£'|y
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON; A.J.££.)

COUivTY CLERiFS OFFICE
WILLIAM E. JOYCE and MARIE JOYCE,

Plaintiff(s),
INDEX NO.: 190172/09

vs.

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
NJO v/ <?M 2015

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

Giotemni Regina, Esb.
WATERS, McF
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

ION, McNEILL, P.C.

VFfflJk £SO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.ÿ.

“o' /
/- Co,) /



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB i l ZQlh

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 COUNTY CLERR'S OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON,JOSEPH NAIMOLI and CARMELA

NAIMOLI,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 190405/11

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New Yorktz/h 2015
'Z-

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Giovanni Regina jEsq.
WATERS,WcE
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

0 3

if

I
j

W* 20 ISSO ORDERED: /Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J7>

CML



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

FEB I \ MU>

I.A.S. Part 50 COU«V CURSRS OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

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

ROBERT BURNS KOBLER and
FINNI G. KOBLER,

INDEX NO.: 121894/98Plaintiffs),

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
ISL/(L 2015

Giovanni Regina,]Esq.
WATERS, McFMÿERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

3 -?<?/£ I
SO ORDERED: // /"Hon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.tf 'ÿ'"S

r.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ; i PM1 J iU tj

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

FEB 1 i ZOSb
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

HENRY MIKA and ESTHER MIKA,

Plaintiffs),
INDEX NO.: 100029/99

vs.

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
(la

r PM

,2015

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

Gjpvanni Re/gina, Esq.
WATERS, lÿcPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway— J
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Me;
isi/ i

3 ?3isSO ORDERED:
HonMeter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. M

iMC°M CM



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

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

FEB 1 \
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 COUWYCUffiS<ff?BE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTOÿA.J.B.C.)WILLIE J. HAMILTON,

Plaintiff,
INDEX NO.: 106178/00

vs.

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
rTlfaos' (L . 2015

%
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Gjpvanni Regina, Hsq.
WATERS, MdPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadways

__
'New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

L0- /9
SO ORDERED: %

H&t\. Peter'H. Moulton, A.J.S.C.
/

c*n !
/



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

lr IL 'c.u
IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

FEB I i 201b
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(HON. PETER H. MOUlLTOtf 9&J.S.C.)PRISCILLA KOENIG, as Executrix for

the Estate of LESLIE FABER, and
PRISCILLA KOENIG, as Executrix for
the Estate of MARGARET L. FABER, INDEX NO.: 109988/02

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERvs.

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTROING
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York„New York
, 2015

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

Giovanni Regina, Esq.
WATERÿJVIpPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

i FEB03?OI6 i
<S>/sM i/

SO ORDERED: 'KVS*ÿZr/ Kon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C.
CIVIL i



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

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

FEB 1 »
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON,'A.J.S.C.)MARY ANN McKENDRY, as

Administratrix for the Estate of
JOSEPH C. McKENDRY,

INDEX NO.: 113335/01
Plaintiffs),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
aM ., 2015

Erik Jacobs, Esqf J
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Giovanni Regina) Esq.
WATERST-MGJ
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

/7=5!/ 1S/D)/ FEB 0 3 2016i

Z22 ... '-,'r soSO ORDERED: JRT.
' non. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.STCT Civil



4k' r

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

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

FEB 1 i ZOlb

I.A.S. Part 50 COUUi Y CLxH
(HON. PETER H. MOULTOft, AJVS.C.)

NYCAL

FRANCIS GOES and SENTA GOES,

Plaintiffs),
INDEX NOS.: 190413/11

100904/03vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
etaL, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
2016

3
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)

Gipvanni Reoma,£sq.
WATERS, Mil
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.

RSON, McNEILL, P.C.

U.
-/,>ÿ ...

»3SO ORDERED: &I6 /Hÿn. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. /5 : so5°%
cn7i



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

pr.ru f "

if 1L £.U
IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

FEB l i 2Bib
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

COUNTY CLERK;S OFFICE
NEW YORK

LINDA MOSSOW, as Executrix for the
Estate of LYLE V. MOSSOW,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 112280/02

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
LjJ£_ ■ 2016

mMr
? G)dvann/RegVia, Esq.

MpPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
AttorneyS-f6r Defendant Riley Power Inc.

Matthew MacIntyre, Es
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

KsltDa;.
/

FEBO I3 ?016 Iy
SO ORDERED:

1Horiÿeter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. /

L'0U:.;r ClV>L



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

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

FEB l » AM

Part 50 cOUm V CUEp 0?n'
(HON. PETER H. MOULtGN, A.J.ÿ.C.)JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, as Executrix

for the Estate of JAMES E. McCABE,
and JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA and
STEPHANIE TOBIN, as Co-Executrices
for the Estate of SHIRLEY A. McCABE,

INDEX NO.: 113073/02

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et ak,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
I f O' . 201ÿ

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq{/ Giovanni Rdgina,
WATERS,(McPhjERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys forTJefendant Riley Power Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

l/

%u3 ?0!6SO ORDERED:
7ÿ

5(1'1L



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

iL-sra

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

FEB \ 'NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 cQUN 1
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.lllSid)

vs OFFICE
HENRY D. HOLKA and BARBARA A.
HOLKA,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 114300/02

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York* Neyy York
i

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Gjpvannr Regina, Esq.
WATERS, MCPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorney
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

»r Defendant Riley Power Inc.

-gM/b /
SO ORDERED: / °s7- Hm. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. ' / % /

C°(. /
/



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

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

FEB I i 20ib
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

COURT Y CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

RAYMOND BAKER,

Plaintiff,
INDEX NO.: 111414/98

vs.

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et aL,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York,.New York
/ f . 2016 <7

/
Gjevann/Regina, Esq.
WATERS, MdPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
AttorneÿsjpjYfc
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

•efendant Riley Power Inc.

SO ORDERED: %/H. Moulton, A.J.S.C. ; i/ A';



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

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

FEB 1 \ 251b

couiaÿyiiOFncE
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

JAMES C. DEAN, as Executor for the
Estate of KARIN R. DEAN,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 101521/05

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERA.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
INC., et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New YorkjNew York;/?ir . 201&

w.MML
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq/7
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Giovanni Regina, Esq.
WATERSkMcÿflERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

/

Fi'8 /°3/ %/'vys
SO ORDERED:

Horn Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C.



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

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

FEB l \

SAW 50 COUNTY CLERÿ0p
(HON. PETER H. MOULTbKl, A.J.S.C.)

U

MICHAEL PHILIP ANZALONE, as
Executor for the Estate of PHILIP R.
ANZALONE, and ADELE ANZALONE,
Individually, INDEX NO.: 127106/02

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERvs.

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
i ! zv , 2014?

/
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Giovanni Regina, Esq.
WATERS,(McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys foruefendant Riley Power Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

/if-3 * 1I

F£B°3msI
!SO ORDERED:

/'Aon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1.«*»

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

FEB i \
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

rs OFFICEC0U!;TW?Offi
CHRISTIAN MERRILL and JUNE
MERRILL,

Plaintiff(s), INDEX NO.: 113102/98

vs.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDERAC AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRATING & SUPPLY), et aL,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
\]Z4f 201ÿ

Matthew MacIntyre, Effi.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PÿC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Giovanni Regiria, Esq.
WATERSÿ MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C.
Attorneysiof Defendant Riley Power Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

r-

°3 u>6
Cok lib /SO ORDERED: f\/ys iSiIon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S/C.

civn



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

r.33** ■!i » nr L.-rezt

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

Fed i i m
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(HON. PETER H. MOULTON, A.J.S.C.)

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NORAH CURNYN, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH
CURNYN,

INDEX NO.: 190462/10
Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

vs.

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Riley Power Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: New York Newew York
,201J6

lm Reqi
RSJVte

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq:
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ina, Esq.
PHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendant Riley Power Inc.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

uiovan
y WATE

wv/w,;:
?

FSB0/ 3 toisy
SO ORDERED: so

C°UK!/ÿKon. Peter H. Moulton, A.J.S.C T . cyL



FILED
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK .....fE8.LlxMM»

"ÿrF,c£IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190287/10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

Leopold Assenzio

x

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

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

Dated:

Virginia Squitieri, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
CONWED CORPORATION
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
File No. 07415.00106

Chris Romanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

lj9G//bSO ORDERED, /772—--//
/ / -Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

JAN 2 2 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

6647218v. I



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

r-rk D
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, /£)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB i i ZBtb

- - mmY-GURICS OFFICE
FEW YORK Index No: 109071/00This Document Relates To:

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

Cono Amilo Mascarella

x

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

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

Dated:

/f

Virginia Squitieri, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
CLYDE UNION, INC.
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 07723.00164

Phan Alvarado, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter FI. Moulton RECEIVED

NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

JAN 2 2 2016
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE7069472V. 1



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

==X
JOHN A. WIPING and JOSEPHINE WIPING, Index No. 190507-11

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.
COPES-VULCAN, INC., et al.,

Defendants.
Xr=====ssi :ss:

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC. (hereinafter
“COPES-VULCAN”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, without prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, be and the same are hereby

dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated: __J/Vhite Plains, New York
j2MQjfUlS,2016

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh & Messemer LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.
Individually and as successor to Tappan
and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000

Charles 'Ferguson, Rsq.
Attorneys)ÿ-Elaifl44#s— W/
Weitz &
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

HON.PETERH.MOULTON
/ L.

21
\

4



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

Index No.: 109280/00EDWARD T. PALMER AND ELEANOR PALMER,

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

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO„et al., NYCAL
I.A.S Part 50

Hon. Peter H. MoultonDefendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company, hereby requests

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

Ji/j /1
/

., 2015

i£1L Cÿ-,cffl Un
/ Kathleen Feroleto, Esq.

- Attorney for Defendant
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
1 0 Bank Street
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

S/zanne[I}fatc!iffe, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ijsj/lfSO ORDERED, 30\ÿ°S‘Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
\ \<\\$l

03
!S00I6755. 1 1



X:FBW/39207/DISMISSALS/iune2015

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

-X
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JAMES N. WALTERS,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 113158/00 & 122199/99- against -

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.C.&S. INC., et al.;

Defendants.
■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.

BriaffFeld, Esq.
Attorneys for Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

ViyOA M3Nmm S.MH313 kmod
SO ORDERED,

.

WZ 1 feliSfÿmer Moulton

Q31U
K::

JAN 14 2CiS



X:FBW/54228./dismissals/nosim/aueust 2015

FILEDSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FRANCOISE BRESSEL, As Administratrix for the Estate NO OPPOSITION Suffidky21ÿ
Of HERMAN H. BRESSEL and FRANCOISE BRESSEL, JUDGMENT 0FriCF
■......ORDER HEW YORK ‘ 'Individually,

Plaintiffs),

Index No.: 190112/10- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Defendants.
■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.

Brian Feld, Esq.
Attorneys for Fulton Boiler Works, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

MuteSO ORDERED,ÿ/
Hon. Peter Moulton

J



X:CLB/59902/DISMISSALS/iune20l5 plLcOSUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

■X
NO OPPOSIJJONdSLÿMARY

AND
ORDER*1* **

JAMES N. WALTERS,

Plaintiffs),

Index No.: 113158/00 & 122199/99- against -

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

A.C.&S. INC., et al.;

Defendants.
•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.

i

Brian Fj&/d, Esq.
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks, Inc.
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212)313-3600

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

ijHjibSO ORDEREDÿ/-r mn. F BEPeter Moulton lUi

JAN i 4 Z016

Uv



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

MARY ANN MC KENDRY, as Administratrix for the Estate of i Index No.: 113335/01
JOSEPH C. MC KENDRY, j

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff,

- against -
NYCAL

I.A.S Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company, hereby requests

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

FILEDprejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 11 W

CLERK'S OFFICE
[EW YORK

UV ., 2016
IUN;7

/ /,

Eaura
/V't
B. HdlmaiTfisq.

Attorney for Defendant
A.O. Smith Water Products Company
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC
10 Bank Street
White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 949-2909

Erik Jacobs, Esq. f

Attorney for Plaintiff -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
I?on, Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST 3D

JAN 2 2016
{S0017726.1}

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE 3UDGE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK FILED
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

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

Index No: 109348/2011

FEB ! S 201b
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICEHEW YORKThis Document Relates to:

JOSEPH LUCENT AND DOLORES
LUCENT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New YoVk. New York
LLLA . 201#

/

Judith A. Yavitz,J2sq. J
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

Jitnelÿ.ÿWatefrrEsq.
LOCKS LAW FIRM
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 838-3333

SO ORDERED.
/ Hfm. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK p1,I % fiww*

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50 FE8 \ '(MOUl,On'<\00HTVaERÿFf'GE

FRANK PRIZZI and ROBERTA PRIZZI, Index No. 120389/01
100004/02

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as “Morse-Diesel
International, Inc.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

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

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

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

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

Dated: New YorkyNew York
_, 2015

7

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Frank Prizzi and Roberta Prizzi
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Rosario Chetta,Esq.
MALADY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

r
/

/

ik i/SO ORDERED, Dated:
< Hoff Peter H. Moulton / /

/Lf
/
/

y



FILED
FE8 1 1 M"1

rn I iH T Y CL ER i VS 0r HC£
LU KEW YORK

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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part ')0 .
VAL'M L\c. , \ , V

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IThis document relates to:
■ Index No.: 116360/02

DIANE DIXON, EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE !
OF LAWRENCE M. DEWALL AND DIANE
DIXON,

!:

Plaintiffs), ■ NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER-against- :

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Glenro, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against defendant, Glenro, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Alysa Koloms, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Glenro, Inc.
80 Broad Street -23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Estate of Lawrence Dewall
360 Lexington Avenue
New York, New York 10017
(212)986-2233

SO ORDERED,
'\u6 fiWv |\. HowHen

0805-0001

fI
■■sis /u



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB i 1 ZQlb

'SvciWFICEHEVi YORKIn Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

THOMAS BRADISH,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -
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
plaintiffs 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: qno w fj , 2016
New York

CKf

New York,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Jennifer*L. Bummer, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212)651-7500

// oU7SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

I



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

Index No.: 190085/09
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

PATRICK LEIGHTON,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs 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.

., 201$ADated: ) a
New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jennifer L Budner. EsqL
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

FILED
FEB 11 2016

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK---/fete//_

/j4on!T>eter H. Moulton
SO ORDERED,

>



Sfef REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
FA.S. Part 50
(Moulton,$

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION iu iU L

FEB l \ 201b
I

COUI'TUÿ?S?!;OFFICE
This Document relates to:

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

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

> Plaintiffs,
</)
Z -against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

JiM >Sl

Dana NuillkXdft, Esq. T. f\
Attorney for Plaintiff
Lisa M. Schrader, as Administratrix for the Estate
of Bart M. Miceli, and Joan Miceli, Individually
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
212.558.5500

Stephen Babinecz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21st Floor
New York, New York 10005
212.232.1300
File No. 1863.6858 :! i ,:7

JAN 2 0 2016

jjs&JlbSO ORDERED, NY5

' Hon. Peter fj Moulton

4829-5208-4499.1




