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OPINION
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Supreme Court, New York County (Arlene P. Bluth, J.), entered March 6, 2025, which granted
plaintiff's motion for partial summary judgment declaring that defendant must defend plaintiff's
insured, nonparty Arsenal Scaffold Inc., on a primary and noncontributory basis in an underlying
action and reimburse plaintiff for all costs incurred in defending Arsenal in the underlying action,
and denied defendant's cross-motion for summary judgment, unanimously affirmed, without costs.



</p> <p>Plaintiff commenced this action for, among other things, a declaration that defendant had
a duty to defend plaintiff's named insured, Arsenal, in an underlying action. In the underlying
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