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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114637/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS pro: 

JOYCE COX, Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GOTTLTEB and JOYCE COX, as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANNA GOTTLTEB, [ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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, Tishnlan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Cop. Gottlieb, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 

2383-27508 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114637/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE COX, Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GOTTLIEB and JOYCE COX, as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANNA GOTTLIEB, \ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. ! 
Defendants. : 

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 Corp 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Nicole Wesselmann. Esa. 
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 
Gottlieb, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2017 
:in Heitler 

1235-22242 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE COX, Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GOTTLIEB and JOYCE COX, as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANNA GOTTLIEB, 

j X.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114637/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
f SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND OFiDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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, I hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gottlieb, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 9 2 U V  
1122-22720 

k 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102346/05, 

BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the ! 
Estate of JOSEPH FRANCIS FTTZGERALD, and i 
BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. / 

Defendants. : 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JAN I o ,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fitzgerald, Joseph Francis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 9 2012 
2571-1518 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH FRANCIS FITZGERALD, and 
BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102346/05, 

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. 

JAN 1 0 2013 

0 

F ,  

Nicole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fitzgerald, Joseph Francis 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

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

NOV 2 9 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27367 



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

1 (Heitler, J.) 

; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I Index No.: 119626/01,108752/99 

REZZIERO DEL Ghl;LO AND BARBARA DEL 
EALLO, I 

I 
I 

I 
Plaintiffs, I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDlER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
I 
I 

Defendant@). I I 

W-HFKEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests s m a r y  judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

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

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

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

costs. 

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

SO ORJlERED, 
25714609T 

NOV 2 9 2812 

(N0175964-1) 

. ., ,. . . . .  . . . . ., . , . , . .  . .  



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - - -  

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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107056/06, 

KAREN L. LLEWELLYN, as the Administratrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD J. CZERKIES, 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION - .  

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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 C o p ,  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 Ydrk, Vqw YOrk F I L E D  * 2012 

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

JAN I O  ,2013 

NEWYORK 4 8 )  
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Czerkies, Edward J .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A (212) 558-5500 

2383-27420 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 104392/05, 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIELA DISKIN, as Special Administratrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT GRAD, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. i 

~. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

JAN 1 0 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Grad, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

NOV 2 9 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27170 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK c o m n  j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIELA DISKIN, as Special Administratrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT GRAD, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 104392/05, 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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 Yo , N w York 
, 2012 

' 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Grad, Robert 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 92Q12 

1235-21245 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIELA DISKIN, as Special Administratrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT GRAD, 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104392/05, 

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 6 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. 

w York 
,2012 JAN I o ,2013 

K e @ m  Mk, E T  
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Grad, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 9 2011 

1122-738 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114637/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE COX, Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GOTTLIEB and JOYCE COX, as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANNA GOTTLIER, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JAN 1 0  2013 

-- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gottlieb, Edward 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

NOV 2 9 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1 590 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 112523/06, 
i 
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVA M, KACKLE as the Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD KACKLE and EVA M. KACKLE, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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. 

,2012 JAN 1 O ,2013 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

NEW 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kackle, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 92012 

1122-22709 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
t Index No.: 108520/06, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MARY ANN JORDAN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD E. JORDAN, and MARY 
ANN JORDAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

without costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jordan, Richard E. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

2383-27459 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-z 

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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL _ _  ~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL A. HALLENBECK, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of DONALD S. 
HALLENBECK and CAROL A. HALLENBECK, 
Individual 1 y , 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1262/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et uZ. / 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: NewY ,N York 
,* \ T . ) 4 2 0 1 2  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hallenbeck, Donald S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

‘Tishm& Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NOV 2 92012 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27 268 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SARA J. DICKERMAN, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROBERT H. 
DICKERMAN, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 101731/07, 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ul. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump 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, Aurora Pump Company, ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDE 

1003-123 



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

j T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 101607/07, 

DEBRA M. REIS, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of GEORGE A. REIS, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

; Defendants. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/Wa Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/Wa Zurn 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/Wa Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice an 

w 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4’ Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 9 2012 
535-741 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, 1.) 

i Index No.: 106559/07, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD J. STOIK, Individually and as Executor of 
the Estate of LLOYD P. STOIK, AND MARY 
STOIK, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/Wa Zurn 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New YQrkNBw York 

- 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, LLC 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK &Mx, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 201% 

535-768 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATALE SUSINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190303/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump 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, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  
without costs. 

JAN 1 0  2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company Sumo, NATALE 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV 29'18it 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

1003-3832 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNI*Y _ _  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

(HeitIer, J.> 

Index Nos.: 10571 8/02 and 
1 12282/02 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES C. TOMASELLO AND DELLA 
TOMASELLO, 

I 
1 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, : 
el al. 

Defendam, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporaticm, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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, ail claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Treadwell Corporation, be and the s prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, Ne York " \ r  

Tread w ell G orpo rat ion 
MCGIVNEY & KLUQEK, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

James C. Tomasello and Della Tomasello 
WElTZ & LUXENRERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 
1235-13701 

{ JM KOM4- I ) 

NOV 2 9 2012 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Ilcitlcr, 3.) 

lndcx Nos.: 105728/02 and 
1 1228202 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

*rim DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES C. TOMASELLO AND DELLA 
TOMASELLO, 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff$, 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A, 0, & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., i 
el ul. , , , Defendants. I 

WHEWFORE, defendant, Caurter & Company, lnc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs* complaint against 

defendant, Courler & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up011 all claims and cross claims against 

Courter & Company, Inc,. be and with prejudice and without costs. 

defendant, 

James C. Tomasello arid Della 'Tomasello 
WEllZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED. __ 
1122-13791 

NQV 2 9 2012 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y [IRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY \ NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
"I*HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 4 t 

i Index Nos.: 10571 8/02 and 1 12282/02 
JAMES C, TOMASELLO AND DELLA 
TOMASELLO, 

Plaintiffs, , NO OPPOSlTlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. & SMITH WAI'ER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plahtifTs' complaint 

against defendant, Safcguarcl Industrial Equipment Company, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Industrial Equipment Company. be an 

guard Industrial Fauiprnent Company T~mtsello and Della Tomasello 
McGiww & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & hJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork. New Y-3 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
0324-6723 

NOV 2 9 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 111939/03, 117868/03 
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOHN E. KERN, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 1 

Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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. Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  - 
Dated: New York, New Yark 

1 oak 

JAN I O  2013 

NEW YORK 

=- COUNW CLERK’ 

v 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
$0 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

:fabco Inc. Kern, John E. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
\---, ~ . 

NOV B 9 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1 9 10 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. : 1 16846106, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ' I  

KENNETH C. LISH AND NORMA LISH, 

Plaintiffi, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
m d 2 6  ' I  2012 JAN 1 0 2073 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lish, Kenneth C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(222) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRE.Ml3 COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 
INRE: NEwY0RK:W ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; IAS. Part 30 
I Meitlm, J J  
I '  , I  

I THIS DOCUMENT W E B  TO: ! IudexNo.: 190194/12 

I 
I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODWCTS CO, et d., t 
I 
I DeftXKhlt( S). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Bailer Company of Pottstown, hmby raquests 

summary judgment h the above entifled case9 pursueat to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

&&Sing pkWif€'s complaint against defendemt, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstoown with .. 

* ,  prejudice, and there being no oppositimfherel~, 
. : 

OFUIERED, that upon notice to dl codefen&mt% all claims and aoss claim 

d e € a W  CoIumbia Boiler Company of Pottstom be and the same are hmby d i d &  with 

prejudice and without costs. lL * -  

Carol M. Tempests, Esq! - 
A 
Gretchen 3. southe 

McG~v~\~su&KLuGER,P.C. 
Attorneys for Defmdauts 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pomtown 

,, 
~ttaraeys for P l M  

r and Eugene Souther 
80 Bmad Street - 23d %or 
him York, New Yo& 10004 
(212) 509-34% 

700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

2572-107 
(NO157953-1) 

. . ," . . . .  . . . . . .  .. . .  . -  

. .  . . . . . . . . . .  ........ .- . . . .  . .  ._ . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . . . . . . . . . . .  - ................ . . . . . . . . . .  - .:. . ., , , , 
- ' %  



1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILOMENA STORTINI, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH A. STORTINI 
AND PHILOMENA STORTINI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

[ Index No.: 108921/04, 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and ismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, Ndw York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stortini, Joseph A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV 2 9 20’12 2571-2001 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES C. TOMASELLO AND DELLA 
TOMASELLO, 

i 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 1 0571 8/02 and 
1 12282102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTPON AND ORDER 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ef ul. 

Defendants , 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled eae, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 and without costs. 

Dated: New yark, Ney York 

‘ Tishmah Liquidating Carp. James C. Tornasella and Della Tamasello 
MCGIVNEY KLUGEK, r.c. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 508-3456 00 

700 Broadway 
gw Yak 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 9 2012 

2383-25542 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Meith, J.) 

i Index No,: 101607/07, 
DEBRA M. REIS, Individually and as Executrix of i 
the Estate of GEORGE A. REIS, JR., 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Clarage Fan Company, improperly plead as CLARAGE FAN, 

hereinafter referred to as Clarage Fan Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Clarage Fan 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, Clarage Fan Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Clarage Fan Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

'Plaintiffs 
E A. JR. 

Bkrbj lc~ cli Fox, LLP >a. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4"' Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 
1 I 10-7 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIA DI MARIA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PHILLIP DI MARIA, and MARIE DI MARIA, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 12009/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Xnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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, 1 b l a e p B  hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 
JAN 10.2013 

and 

- 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter-& Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Di Maria, Phillip 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

Nw 2 92012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-886 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KELLY M. SALVINI, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HERBERT W. SCHROEPFER, AND URSULA 
SCHROEPFER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schroepfer, Herbert W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 9 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

Index No.: 1 18863/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

2511-1598 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 13056/06 

PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF ELI 5. 
SEGAL, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., at al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company, F/WA Monsey Bakor, F/WA Monsey 

Products, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Henry Company, 

F/WA Monsey Bakor, F/WA Monsey Products, 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, Henry Company, F/WA Products, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Y rk,N 1 
ri \!\2L: fork JAN 10*fl3 1 

2012 
C. NEW YO 

Laura Beth Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Henry Company, 
F/UA Monsey Bakor, F/WA Monsey Products BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
MCGrCrNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 
(2 12) 6 8 w F " '  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105765/06, 

CYNTHIA CHRISTOPHER, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. \ 

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: N e y , T { q V  York 
,2012 JAN z 0 2013 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Christopher, Cynthia 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 9 2012 
1235-593 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD H. BARR, IT, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DONALD €71. BARR, and DONNA 
B. BARR, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el 01. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
JAN I O  2013 

hIEw YORK 
CoUN-rY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Barr, Donald H. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

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

Index No.: 101913/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

2571 -1 506 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD H. BARR, 11, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DONALD H. 
BARR, and DONNA B. BARR, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101913/05, 

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 15 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Barr, Donald H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NQV 2 9 2 ~ 1 2  SO ORDERED, 

2383-27174 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 102348/05, 

MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ALPHONSO A. BERLINGIERI 
and MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules tj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Berlingieri, Alphonso A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-713 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN BOETTCHER, Executrix for the 
Estate of ALDO COSTA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101287/07, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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 Corporati 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, 

re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JAN 1 0  2013 
w York 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

\L pq ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Costa, Aldo 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 NOV 2 92012 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-223 13 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 101287/07, 

CAROLYN BOETTCHER, Executrix for the 
Estate of ALDO COSTA, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
JAN 1 O ,2013 

NEWYOHK 

Attorney for Defendant V Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Costa, Aldo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

NOV 2 92012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-22188 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 

ROSA MARIA COLLADO PERALTA, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ELETINA 
COLLADO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 175 12/06, 

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 6 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 10 2813 

COUN 

K e w o o k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Collado, Eletina 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 A \ I  

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 

2383-29686 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSA MARIA COLLADO PERALTA, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ELETINA 
COLLADO, [ NO OPPOSITION 

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

i Index No.: 1 175 12/06, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Collado, Eletina 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 9 2012 

1235-22268 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 175 12/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSA MARIA COLLADO PERALTA, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ELETINA 
COLLADO, j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
,2012 JAN 1 0  2013 

Attorney for Plainti 
(%istine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Xnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Collado, Eletina 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22748 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107057/06, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

DANIELLE M. PEREZ, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of DOMINIC BERTONE, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 

D without costs. 

JAN 10 20\3 

Attorney for Defendant U Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bertone, Dominic 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 w SO ORDERED, 1 x 1  

Hon. G r r y  Kzin Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ALPHONSO A. BERLINGIERI 
and MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102348/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same arc 

costs. 

ed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New ioyk,fiew York 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Berlingieri, Alphonso A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102348/05, 
i 
i 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ALPHONSO A. BERLINGIERI 
and MARY ANN BERLINGJERI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 clainis against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be by dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

JAN 1 0  2013 

NEW YORK 

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

Berlingieri, Alphonso A. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WErTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 92012 

2383-27168 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN BERLINGTERI, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ALPHONSO A. BERLINGIERI 
and MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102348/05, 

NO OPPOSJTION 
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 

defcndant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the F i a r L h e E  B i s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 1 0  2013 

,2012 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS 0 

" - 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Berlingieri, Alphonso A. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3454 

~~~~ 2 9 2012 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1 951 9 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK. COUNTY ; NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part30 

.~ 
THIS DOCTJMENT REFERS TO: 4 '  

I 

IndexNo.: 19015U12 
GAYLE C. CALLEGARl AND ROBERT 
CALLEGARI, 

I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s), ! SUMMARY JZTDGM'IENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d., I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I Defendmt(s). 

WHEREFORE, ddendmt, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, p m t  to Civil Pmdce Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complakt against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown with 

prejudice, and there king no opposition them, 

ORDERED, &at upon notice to all codefadants, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Potsst@ 
. -  

prtijudice and without costs. 
JAN 10,2013 

Dated: New York, New York 
p </ 7,2012 

NEW YORK 

c; 
-. D d i L  Gk - 
WUTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gayle C. catlegari and Robert CaUefi 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Columbia Boilex Company of Pottsbwn 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 
2572-102 

-- 
9 2012 



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

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190026/12 
! 

! NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KRISTINE BRUNCK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT BRUNCK, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

- -  
Defendants. - -. j -_-___ - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., 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 
/1,/7 ,2012 

Attorney m Courter & for Company, Defendant Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 92012 1122-24120 



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

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW Y m  COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100564/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of’ ROBERT JOSEPH j 
BRESCHARD and DOLORES BWSCHAKD, 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

j 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. F: rVED 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Breschard, Robert Joseph 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 / 

(212) 558-5500 * NOV 2 92012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.&h&y Hein Heitler 

2571-1510 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJN'TY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY CRESPO, as Administrator for the Estate 
of GILBERT0 CRESPO, and JUANITA 
CRESPO, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Index No.: 108683/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Crespo, Gilbert0 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 -i 1 (212) 558-5500 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 108683/06, 

HENRY CRESPO, as Administrator for the Estate 
of GILBERT0 CRESPO, AND JUANITA 
CRESPO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 1 
Defendants. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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, a11 claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 
\. \ , . 4 , 2 0 1 2  JAN 10 2013 

' \ .  1 

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OF 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Crespo, Gilbert0 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 

1235-22195 



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

I 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108683/06, 

HENRY CRESPO, as Administrator for the Estate i 
of GILBERT0 CRJ2SP0, and JUANITA 
CRESPO, NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 JAN 10.2013 

NEW YOHK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Crespo, Gilbert0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 
Hon. M y &  $I Heitler 

11 22-22662 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101287/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN BOETTCHER, Executrix for the 
Estate of ALDO COSTA, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco lnc., 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, Oakfabco Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k w York 
\ I  \ \y ,2012 JAN 10.2013 

Atto ey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oak bcoInc. Costa, Aldo 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MC d IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

h w  2 9201% SO ORDERED, 

2571-1601 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN BOETTCHER, Executrix for the 
Estate of ALDO COSTA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1012&7/07, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, 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 t p a b e  G b n r n i s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 10 2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Costa, Aldo 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 4 y  Kle 

W V  2 9 2012 
2383-27595 



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

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THE TK)CT JMENT REFERS TO: _ _ r _ _ I I _ _ _  - -  ~ 

Index No.: 105765106, 
CYNTHIA CHRISTOPHER? 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE? defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 & ComDanv. Inc.. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
1 ,, 

without costs. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NQV 2 92012 
I 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

Christopher? Cynthia 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-1078 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 112009/05, 
MARIA DI MARIA, as Executrix for the Estate of ! 
PHILLIP DI MARIA, and MARIE Dl MARIA, j 
Individually, \ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORnER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E  

COUNTY CLERKS OFF! 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Di Maria, Phillip 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

, 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1 513 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Hcitler, J.) 

TEXIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 112009/05, 

MARIA DI MARIA, as Executrix for the Estate of i 
PHILLIP DI MARIA, and MARIE DI MARIA, i 
Individually, \ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. j 

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 Yo ,N York 
\ ,,y&o12 

- 
k c o l e  Wesselmann, Esq. 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFF1 

Di Maria, Phillip 
WEITZ 8L LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Weitler 

2383-27291 



SUPEME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j T.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: I12009/05, 

MARIA DI MARIA, as Executrix for the Estate of I 
PHILLIP D1 MARIA, and MARIE D1 MARIA, I 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMJTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 
P 

ap 

JAN 10  2013 

COllhVY GLtliK'S 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Di Maria, Phillip 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-293 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL J. EARLY AND VIOLET P. EARLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1203/07 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORJIER 

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

Defendants. j 
-. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Falk 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, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

J d e  B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Falk Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 
New York, NY 10036 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

875-0018 

{NO 175079-1 } 

NOV 2 9 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114402/07, 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ORVAL G. SNODGRASS and CHARLENE K. 
SNODGRASS, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, el al. 

I WHEREFORE7 defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

6 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

NEWYORK ~~~~ 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF1 / . "  - 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

I 

I 
SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114402/07, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ORVAL G. SNODGRASS and CHARLENE K. 
SNODGRASS, 

; N O  OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as 

Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corp., a/Wa Lidgenrood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as 

Successor to M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation, 

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

Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Superior Lidgenvood Mundy 

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, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as Superior Lidgenvood 

Mundy Corp., a/Wa Lidgerwood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as Successor to M.T. 

Mu~&Corporation, be and the same Fi"f'rdE P 
Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superio 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n n  

MCGIVNEY 9, KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 

New York, New York 10004 10036 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1296-31 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LI'TIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 105245/06, 

ANNE MARIE DORXA, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES DORTA, and ANNE MARIE 
DORIA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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. I L E D  
7 2012 JAN 10.2013 

N 
COUNTY 

v 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAlE OF NEW YORK 

Doria, Charles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
\ Index No.: 105245/06, 

ANNE MARIE DORIA, as Administratrix for the ! 
Estate of CHARLES DORIA, and ANNE MARIE j 
DORIA, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., at al. : 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 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 s are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 2 92012 

1122-1076 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD P. DOMBROWSKJ, as Executor for 
the Estate of EDWARD A. DOMBROWSKI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Ileitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1619/06, 
\ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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., b d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I L E D  
Dated: New Y rk, w York JAN I O ,2013 

, 2012 
Nr;W 1’r)RY 

m.,w IY CLERK‘S 
* 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dombrowski, Edward A. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 2 92012 

1122-22703 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANASTASIA MAZUR, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of JOSEPH F. MAZUR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105403/08, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc. d/b/a Weir Valves & Controls 

USA Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & 

Morrill Co., Inc. d/b/a Weir Valves & Controls USA 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., 1 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Controls USA Inc., be and the same 

Dated: New york, ~ 3 w  York 

Attorney for Defendant A t t o w  f o p f f s  
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc. MAZUR, Jo PH F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, New York 10004 36 
(212) 509-3456 

NOV 2 9 SO ORDERED, 

963-87 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANASTASIA MAZUR, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of JOSEPH F. MAZUR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105403/08, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as 

Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corp., alWa Lidgetwood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as 

Successor to M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, 

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

Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy 

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, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1296-82 



SUPREMI2 COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIiK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

?'I 11s BOCIJMENT REFERS '10: Index No.: 1 1 1 lr)2/96, 108752/99 
1 19645101, 1 06649/02 

DOROTHY MCKNNEY, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of JAMES 
MCKINNEY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff2, t MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC., el( a!. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfiibco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

oppusi ij on thereto. 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the s a m  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ L E D  

I Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabca, inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KI  .LIGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

James McKinney and Dorothy McKinncy 
WEITZ & IAJXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 257 9 1-UBOPAJ 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL _. ~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD MOORS AND JOAN MOORS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190363/09 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ;5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Falk 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, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New work, $ew York 

Jamie'B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Falk Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

I_..--.- - 

SO ORDERED, 

875-0059 

(N0175104-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL . ~~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190097/12, 
\ 

P 1 ain ti ffs , / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 42. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, 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, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, Nqw York 
I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dunphy, Stephen M. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

...a' 

2512-97 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GRETCHEN S .  SOUTHER and EUGENE 
SOUTHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No,: 190194/12 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump 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, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D 
JAN IO*2013 Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLER 

/&I&, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Auroa Pump Company 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Gretchen, Souther 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

y - x - 1  I"' - .-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I Y U V  IGy 

1003-4266 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

_. . 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I 

for the Estate of JOHN E. KERN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Carp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  without costs. 

Dated: New Yqrk, Ntw York * 2012 

JAN 10,2013 

NEW YOFiK 
COUNTY CLERK'S T)FFICF 

- - .  . . __  

Kerryaq ---~. 

Attorney or efendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGNNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kern, John E. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No,: 101913/05, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD H. BARR, 11, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DONALD H. 
BARR, and DONNA B. BARR, Individually, / NO OPPOSlTION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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, hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Ybrk, Nkw York * 2012 
JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFF 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Barr, Donald H. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
E.yW 2 9 2 0 0  

1235-2054 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD 14. BARR, 11, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DONALD H. 
BARR, and DONNA B. BARR, Individually, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 101913/05, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, FILED 
Dated: Ne! [ V ~ W  YorkJAN 1 0 2013 

, 2012 

NTY CLERK'S OFFlC 

NEwYoRK Kerr yan 7 sq- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Barr, Donald H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 2 92013 
1122-725 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTO ASSENZIO AND ANNATOLIA 
ASSENZTO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190008/12, 

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 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
U O J Y n b r n  I f  ,2012 

- Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Assenzio, Santo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2383-29710 



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

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

i Index No.: 190008/12, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTO ASSENZIO AND ANNATOLIA 
ASSENZIO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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 
AJ4mQ46.L 13 , 2012 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Assenzio, Santo 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVA M. KACKLE as the Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD KACKLE and EVA M. KACKLE, 

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

i Index No.: 1 12523/06, 
i 
j ; NO OPPOSITlON 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Kackle, Richard 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5500 

2383-2749 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190014/12, 

CLIFFORD COHEN AND ALICE COHEN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Cohen, Clifford 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 9 2012 

1235-23785 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 105765/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT ~ F E R S  Fro: 
CYNTHIA CHRISTOPHER, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. \ 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Xnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

, 2012 

F I L E D  
JAN 10  2013 

\ 
NEW YORK 

COUNR CLERK'S OFF 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Christopher, Cynthia 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212'1 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

i"Heit1er NOV 2 92012 
2571-1 564 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 105765/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CYNTHIA CHRISTOPHER, 

Plaintiffs, 1 NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

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., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 
, 2012 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 4 COUNn CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Cop.  Christopher, Cynthia 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27425 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN JORDAN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD E. JORDAN, and MARY 
ANN JORDAN, Individually, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108520/06, 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
Defendants. : 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, 

to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
2012 C:C)IJFJTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Jordan, Richard E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-22196 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN JORDAN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD E. JORDAN, and MARY 
ANN JORDAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 108520/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 32 12, 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, 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Jordan, Richard E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 2 9 2012 

1122-22663 



SUPREME COURT OF TlIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK c o m n  j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM CLARENCE KENNEDY, as Proposed ! 
Administrator for the Estate of CLARENCE 
JOHNSON, i NO OPPOSITION 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.)  

i Index No.: 114153/05, 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, w York JAN 1 0,2013 & ,2012 

icole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Johnson, Clarence 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 3 
H o k  

rvuv i: YZU7Z 
2383-27325 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM CLARENCE KENNEDY, as Proposed ! 
Administrator for the Estate of CLARENCE 
JOHNSON, ; NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 114153/05, 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. [ I 
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 Cornoration. be and the same are hereby dismissed with meiudice and 

I Dated: New . ,  Yhrk? &w York JAN 1.0.2013 

Nicole Wesselmann. Esa. 
, I  - ~ ~ - .  

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Johnson, Clarence 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ’ S? 9 Q 3m9 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM CLARENCE KENNEDY, as Proposed 
Administrator for the Estate of CLARENCE 
JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

lndex No.: 114153/05, 

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 8 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 & are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 0.2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter-& Company, Inc. Johnson, Clarence 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD J. JOHNSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 109228/06, 

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

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

Defendants. 

! 

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. 

L U I ”  I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
‘eK;is&e P. Kennedy, Esq 
Attorney for Defendant 
C0urter-k company, ~ n c .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

f 

SO ORDERED, A 

Johnson, Bernard 1. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. ’SRF 

1122-22739 



-?UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 190214/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NELSON H. DEREGO and FLORENCE FUFAR 
DEREGO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

I Nnv 7 Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump 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, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
JAN I 0.2013 

NEW YORK 

,2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

%dAJ 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Auroa Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nelson H. Derego and Florence Fufar Derego 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
, . I  

SO ORDERED, 

9 2012 - .  w 
1003-4264 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
r~ RE: NEW YORK cowry : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1.A.S. Part 30 
i (Weitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, 
\ Index No.: 103409/06, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courtcr & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, 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 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York New York &- 2u*,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Williams, Samuel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

c 192012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-1045 



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

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, AS EXECUTRIX OF 
THE ESTATE OF GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

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

I 

I Index No.: 1101 57/05 
i 
i 
! 

Plaintiffs, 1 NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

magainst- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests s u m m v  judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Aurara Pump Company, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
*> 201a 

Estate of Gordon Rockmaker 
LEVY, PH~WPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue 
New Yo& New York 10022 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1003-0a45 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0049315-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROEERT GUIDAL AND GERALDINE 
GUIDAL, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 5.)  

i Index No.: 107102/02,119104/02 

i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, f SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 moss claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E &r#np@b the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated NewYork, e ork JAN 1 0 2013 
9 2012 c o @ d I p !  yc) 

1 fk 4 c w t \  s Or. ~ a&& 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yoxk 10004 

Attorney for Plahtifi 
GUDAL, ROBERT 
WEE & LUXENBERQ, P.P. 

2 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



. COUNTY OFNEW YORK 
IN Rl? NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler. J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMIZNT REFERS TO: 

- 

i Index No.: 190293/11 
CHARLES L. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintif&, NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION ANI) ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el nl. ! 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Nash Engineering 

and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New Y rk, New York d? ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Nash Engineering Company 
M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Chidester, Charles L. 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 177922- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IiK: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
; I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107446/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT R.EFERS TO: 

JAMES J. WOODS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND 0IU)ER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, CCX, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in t,e above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, CCX, 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, CCX, he., be and the Sam 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue ,13th Floor 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

591-12 

DEC 192012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Dl RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 10&677/06, 

DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, as Personal Representative i 
for the Estate of RICHARD MIKULKA, and 
DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et 41. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E  
JAN 10 2013 Dated: New Yo 

\ q3Tw,;;;k2 
L P / d Y .  
* C0UN-R CLEHKS 

tine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mikulka, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22675 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL MATULA, as Executor for the Estate 
of JOSEPH MATULA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16621 /06, 
\ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. \ 

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matula, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Y & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, QCc 2 02u'2 

2571-1591 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1085 19/06, 

JOSEPHINE MANCUSO, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of FELIX MANCUSO, i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 Yorlq, Neb York 
F I I  - I y  rn E D  

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mancuso, Felix 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 2012 

1235-22191 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RJZFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 1085 19/06, 

JOSEPHINE MANCUSO, as Personal Representative ! 
for the Estate of FELIX MANCUSO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 Yor , N w York 
\ dpl, ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mancuso, Felix 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

DEC 2 0 2012 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22612 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16846/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH C. LISH and NORMA LISH, 

PI ain t i ffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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. 

JldiY lO*frd13 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

6 Heitler 

Lish, Kenneth C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-21543 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH C. LISH and NORMA LTSH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 16846/06, 

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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D .  
Dated: New Yo ew York 

I aya ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
&OUN~Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lish, Kenneth C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 

1235-22286 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH C. LISH and NORMA LISH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 16846/06, 

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 tj 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 dis p s s f  

without costs. 

and 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 
\ R\d, 2012 

JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lish, Kenneth C. r & Company, Inc. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

/ 

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

4 SO ORDERED, 

1122-22754 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANDRA L. MINISTER and RICHARD DALE 
GRAVES, Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
CHARLES P. GRAVES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13490/06, 

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 4 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 here #%LED di i d h judice and 

JAN 10.2013 without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Graves, Charles P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

DEC 2 0 2 w  
1235-22248 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16848/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER GAYNOR, 

P 1 ai nt i ffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

1IL Dated: New Y rk, ew York 4 ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gaynor, Walter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 6  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

+ 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1 594 



c 

P hint iff, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant SLANTFIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. \ 
Dated: New York, New York \ I "L@ 1 F! 7~j3  - 

Attorneys for PIaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 6 19-4444 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0  



Plaintiff, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN COWORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

q u  TCZ 
and without costs. c 4 IY ?** 

Marshall C nway & Bradley, P.C. f Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant SlanVFin Corporation 

New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 6 1 9-4444 

SO ORDERED: 

W 
DEC 2 0 2012 



7104-491 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
I 

LAVONNE RAFFERTY, as Executrix for the ; NYCAL 

LAVONNE RAFFERTY, Individually 1 I 

I Estate of JOSEPH RAFFERTY, and I INDEX NO. 114485-04 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiffs I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JLTDGMENT 
"against- I MOTION A N D  ORDER 

I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants I 

I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, hc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon Rotice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims agzinst Motion 

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

A 
I 

By: By: 
ussell A. Pepe, Esq. 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59'' Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG coclNn CLERKS 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ni. 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 1 2-5 5 8-5 500 

Dated: New York. New York 

New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

212-268-5136 

so ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 
2004954 



7104-491 (11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I NYCAL 
INDEXNO.: IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 

I 

ASBESTOS LITTGATION I I 

I 
I 
I 

__________---__________________________I--------------- 

LAVONNE RAFFERTY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH RAFFERTY, and LAVONNE 
RAFFEKTY, Individually I I 

-against- I I 

; 

Plaintiff(s) I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

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

485-04 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
SERVICE 

DENISE ROMANO, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

1. On the 3Uth day of November, 20 12, deponent served the within No Opposition 

Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C., named 

below by depositing a true copy of the same via regular mail under the under the exclusive care and 

custody of the U. S. Post Office, and directed to the said Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C., at 

the address indicated below, such address being the address designated by said Honorable Sherry 

Klein Heitler, J.S.C., for that purpose. 

HONORABLE SI 1ERRY KLLIN HEIl'LEK, .I.S.C. 
Supreme Court ofthe State ofNew York 

County of New York 
60 Centre Slrcct 

New York, NY 10001-1402 

before me this 
day oqNovember, 20 12 

pZ2L-L 
I Notary Public 

SUSAN PlCHERlA 
- NOTARY RJBLIC OF NEW JERSEY 

kI). !40.2000387 
MYCOMMF"' ' ' "FS MAY 12,2015 

206 1340 

X R o m a n o  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN A. CERATO, 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  X 

Index No.: 190391-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al. 

Defendants. 
- -  

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant BLACKMER be and the with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, 

David H. Kochman, Esq. 
Harris Beach PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway Blackmer 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



This document relates to: 

PATRICK O'SULLIVAN Index No(s).: 190180-12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Xork NQq so, 13 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 1013 SMITH ABBoT,-L.K.P. 

Street, 4th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff $N O0 Attorneys for Defendant, 
700 Broadway Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 25 

(212) 558-5500 

DEC 0 3 2012 



Plaintiff, 
-against- 

DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, et al., 

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 120275-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 

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

lismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
, be and the same are hereby dismissed with defendant, DETROIT DIESEL COW 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

ElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, 700 Broadway 
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 

New York, New York 10170 

Our File No.: 2596-95005 

Graybar Building (212) 558-5500 

(21 2) 3 19-6898 

SO-ORDERED: 
/ 



This document relates to: 

LLOYD CALDWELL Index NO.: 110399-06 

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

complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

\ L E D 2  
Dated: New York, New York 

JAN O B  2013 a c  ' y. 00 IT$ 

T ,  Levy, Phillips and Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue-13' Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 ext. 15 

SO ORDERED, 



New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 120275-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

DAIMLER TRUCKS NORTH AMERICA LLC., et al. , 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAIMLER TRUCKS NORTH AMERICA LLC, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant, DAIMLER TRUCKS NORTH AMERICA 

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

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

defendant, DAIMLER TRUCKS NORTH AMERICA LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\a-{ \I, ,2011 

O g  2Gi3 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Daimler Trucks North America LLC 
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 
Graybar Building (212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10 170 
(212) 319-4898 
Our File No.: 2596-95005 i, 

i 

SO-ORDEFUZD: 



~U~ COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York Asbestos 

Litigation (NYCAL) 

lodex No.: 120275-99 

NO OPPOSITJON 
SUMMARY bEJDC;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ A ~ ~ L E R  TRUCKS NORTH AhdERICA LLC., e r ~  al,, 

DEC 192012 



New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 220275-99 

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 

New Yo&, New York 10170 

Our Fib No.: 2596-95005 

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

(212) 319-6898 

SO-ORDERED: 

DEC 192012 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 110739/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. NICOLE HARRIS and PETER P. TRAUSSI, 
Co-Executors for the Estate of OTTO F. 
BEKNSCHEIN, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMA 
Plaintiffs, 

JAN 10 2013 -against- .I* 

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

Defendants, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernschein, Otto IF. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIWY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

blew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERE 

DEC 2 0 2012 
1122-22684 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105767106, 

JOHN BUSSANICH, as Executor for the Estate of i 
ANTONIO BUSSANICH, and CATERINA 
BUSSANICH, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- F I L E D  
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

JAN 10 2013 
Defendants. : 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, I n c . F W N v  W&&O5Kff iary  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Csurter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk Ne York \il3\, 2012 
' I  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Bussanich, Antonio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-1081 
DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF TI-IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~~ ~ 

TN RE: NEW YORK-COUNTY / NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 12802/06, 

CONSTANCE D. COLON, Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH P. BUCCI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i JAN 10 2013 
Defendants. j 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby reques6j%%%f&g8&k%$ the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New or , N w York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bucci, Joseph P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITlGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 12802/06, 

CONSTANCE D. COLON, Administratrix for the i 
Estate of JOSEPH P. BUCCI, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- D 
Plaintiffs, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j JAN 10 2013 

Defendants. j NEW YOHK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bucci, Joseph P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2383-27514 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 112802/06, 

CONSTANCE D. COLON, Administratrix for the ! 
Estate of JOSEPH P. BUCCI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

JAN 1Q 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 32 12, 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. 

i 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bucci, Joseph P. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
QEC 2 Q ~~~~ 

123522247 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 112802/06, 

CONSTANCE D. COLON, Administratrix for the i 
Estate of JOSEPH P. BUCCI, 

NoopmsE& I, E D 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 2013 i MOTION AND 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 Yo N w York \xpJ,, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. Bucci, Joseph P. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K l G  Fkitler 

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

DEC 2 0 2011! 
1122-22725 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 110739/06, 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. NICOLE HARRIS and PETER P. TRAUSSI, 
Co-Executors for the Estate of OTTO F. 
BERNSCHEIN, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
F I  D 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby in the 
WCE 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York \&J ,2012 
I '  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rernschein, Otto F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

EY & KLUGER, P.C. 
d Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

DEC 2 0 2012 
2571-1578 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. NICOLE HARRIS and PETER P. TRAUSSI, 
Co-Executors for the Estate of OTTO F. 
BERNSCHEIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110739/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J 
MOTION AN E%XTE D 

JAN I O  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bernschein, Otto F. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27485 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGA'TION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. NICOLE HARRIS and PETER P. TRAUSSI, 
Co-Executors for the Estate of OTTO F. 
BERNSCHEIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110739/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Fo, 
JAN 10 2013 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby r e q u e s k m  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, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bernschein, Otto F. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22204 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER GAYNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 116848/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E  
JAN 10 2013 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., h ~ & . y y ~ e s t s  summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 
COUNT( CLEHK'S OFFICE 

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 Yor 
1, d?,E 

&srne P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gaynor, Walter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
EC 2 0 2012 

1122-22'756 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORJK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 1901 60/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS L. FISHBEIN and NATALIE L. FISHBEIN, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, et GI,, 

PI aintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, h ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r n ~ ~ ~  in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no oppositian 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue ,13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Aurora Pump Company Louis Fishbein 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

10034 195 

2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK C&JNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_-- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFE,KSTO?- I 

DANIEL T. CARLUCCI, 

-against- 

Plain tiffs, 

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

Index No.: 19O486/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. -- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump 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, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D -  without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&g. 2w ,2012 

Michelle D Gray,  Esq. I 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yark, New York 10004 

/ 

JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 

CARLUCCI, DANIEL T, 
LEVY, PHruiPs & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-5837 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1085 19/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘IO: 

JOSEPHINE MANCUSO, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of FELIX MANCUSO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs NEW YORK 
Mancuso, Felix COUNT( CLERK‘S OFFICE 
WEiTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

H o n M  

2383-27460 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

ANGEL LAMBERTY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(RON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100988-04; 111940-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED: 



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

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

ROBERT C. McDONALD, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 111778-04; 111940-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

PATRICK W. LOWDEN JR. 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: 

47% 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YOHK 

1847409 



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

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION BROADWAY, INDEX NO.: 110258-04 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

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

Defendants. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I L E D  

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

Hon, Sherrykkin S i t l e r  



f 

SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RF,LATES TO: 

a 

GEORGE T. BIGGS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 1 17704-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

JAN 10 2013 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

JOSEPH G. DuFOUR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

L 4 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115705-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl, 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

CHARLES W. DIETRICH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115214-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

JOHN G. CUNDY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115209-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

P ' A t  L \ t  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

~ NEWYORK 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

EC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
!OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

THOMAS J. FAUGHEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113504-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Gi6v-mi M a ,  Esq. 
WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

GENE E. KEDING, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 111794-04; 111941-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

F I L E D  
JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -A 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

JOSEPH GANISIN, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103796-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DR Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, ~ R S O N ,  MCNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
DEC 2 0 2011 



* 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

ALBERT V. MONROE, I1 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100727-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

F I L E D  
JAN 1 0  2013 

NEW YORK 
TY CLERKS OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorne-B Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
rOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

JAMES W. McDONALD, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102171-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for%d Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

RONALD E. HOEFT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106359-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



THADDEUS M KOZLOWSKI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 120902l02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summar 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMP-4NY with prejudicc 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again: 
defendant, FORD MOTOR C c)erpqNLbe e B s a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudic 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 09 2013 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Counsel for: PLAINITFF 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: C 2 0 2012 

(01213198 DOCX } 



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

546 Fifth Avenue, 4& Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

MICHAEL ANTLE 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 10 2013 

1863758 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
................................... "~~-~-..................."~~~-"-- 

IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 105851/2007 

ASBESTOS LITIGAT'ION I.A.S. Part 30 
...._ ............................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

MURIEL ROLLOCK AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
OF THE ESTATE OF DONALD ROLLOCK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

......._...___ ...................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (misnamed in the complaint as "Rockwell Automation Inc., as successor by 

merger to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC (hereinafter "Allen-Bradley"), hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Allen-Bradley, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same ar 

a l b i m s  and cross claims against 

issed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 10 2013 
, Z / ~ . / ~  ,2012 

C O U N n V v T P ,  NEW YORK & 
Lori A. Benavides, Esq. Joseph . La S la, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintif'f McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Attorneys for Defendant 
SO0 Third Avenue, 13th Floor Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in 
New York, New York 10022 interest to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 

SS Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&eitler 

NOSJM - Rollock v Allen-t3radley.l)Or 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD ARTHUR WILSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 10  2013 
\a /  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

I866245 



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

EDWARD M. NAGLE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 h 

\LED dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ a / )  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

$Elroy, Deuts'ch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1866245 



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

TOMAS MALDONADO JR. 

Index No.: 101375/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ a /  1 '  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

Elroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

2 P  

1866245 



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

CONSTANTINE S. KOUTSAKIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
y a / \  ,2012 JAN 10 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1866245 



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

ANTHONY J. GUIDA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORlDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

PPPE D against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ a / !  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, ? 
Hon. S h e m w e i n  Heitler 

I866245 



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

Index No.: 106014/04 

FRANK JOSEPH FRITZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

Ff"th"€? D against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York lair ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

0; McGowan, Esq. 
MKElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

1866245 



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

Index No. 190315/2012 
ARTHUR H. JUNI JR. and MARY JCJNJ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 

Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company (improperly identified as 

Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., 

Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company) ("Flowserve US"), 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are 

Dated: New ylork, New 

missed with prejudice and without costs. 

Tian Sorensen, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, hc., Nordstrom 

alve Company 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME CQURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

CN ESTER PI LTRO WSKl NO QPYOSITIUN SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WI~IE;RET;ORC, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hercby requests 

summary judgmcnt in the above-cntitlcd casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Scction 32 12, dismissing plaitltif'f's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Coinpany with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

mains1 dcfendant A. 0. Smith Water Products ComDanv be and thc same a ~ c  hercby - 
dismissed will1 prejudice and without cost F I L E D  
Dated: New York New York 

-_ /"36 ' ,2012 

Attorneys for Del'endant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24"' Floor 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10005 .-I_ -- - 

1709358 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
"__________-__--"_-------------------------~...~--""---------------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S,) 

Index No.: 190531/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
" " . - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - " - - + " - -  

This Document Relates to: 

lb 

EDMUND LEHANKA and NELLIE NO OPPOSITION SUMM- -R 

14 
NEW YGRK 

cni J N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE -' .*" 

LEHANKA JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer, 

Inc., (L'Eaton''), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Eaton with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

1716 ,2012 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

SO ORDERED, 

1872466 

Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in- 
interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

rk, New York 10005 

Hon. Sherry Klein H e i t w  



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., Individually and as Sucessor 
In interest to Argo Packing Company, et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190361112 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, N C . ,  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and €+les Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

b 

1* *  

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. 

Harry McTiernan & Moore W 546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, Ne 

SO ORDERED 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

COUN 

JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



_-  

I 

i 
i 
! 
I 

I 
i 

il 
I 
! 

I 

-against- 

ABEX CORPORATION, f/Ma American Brake 
Shoe Company, &a American Brake Block, el d., 

Index No,: 19O077/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC., be and the same 

r 

By: 
SHAWNERE A. FLUITT, ESQ. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys far the Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 

CSQ. 

By: 

LEVY, PI-IILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 

DEBRA A. HILPERT, as Administratrix 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

JAN 10'2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



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

THOMAS SOMMO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190381/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEA VER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEA VER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. F I L E D  

&,+$LCO"N -x - 
Samuel Meirowitz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

eaver Brooks, Inc. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 

06 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Indcx No.: 120337102 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby rcqucst summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOI-lN CRANE, INC with prcjudice, and there bcing 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC, be and the same are hcreby disrnisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- Nicole ---!auk&-* L. Pitti, Esq. 
, Esq. ;I w- 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg Attorneys for Defendant 
800 Third Avenue John Crane, Inc. 

Barry Mc?'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 41h Floor 
New ySl.k, New York 10006 ---- 



THOMAS SOMMO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190381/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f f i h  

UTICA BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS , be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

E D  
JAN f 0 2013 

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

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rectg Street, 141h Floor 

ork, New York 10004 
13-3600 \ 

- SO ORDERED, 



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

NANCY J. SANTINI, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS THE EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY SANTINI JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER .__"______"_______________..___________..-----.--~---.--"----------- 

WHEREFORE, Stewart Warner Corporation ("Stewart Warner"), hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Stewart Warner, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
( ) B  d ! / P & d (  2012 

Carmen Victoria St. Geocge, kdq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
BOO Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McElioy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Stewart Warner Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E D  
0 2013 SO ORDERED, 

1838740-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK comm NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 107446/07 

ASBESTOS LI'TIGA'TION T.A.S. Part 30 

_r . ._ ._ .__ . ._ . . . _ . . . . . . ~~ .~~~ . . .~ . .~ .~ .~~ . .~ . . .~ . . .~ . .~ . . .~ .~ .~ - . .~ -  

This Document Relates to: 

CHERYL WOODS, AS EXECUTIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES J. WOODS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WIIEREFORE, defendant Stewart Warner Corporation ("Stewart Warner"), hereby 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Stewart Warner with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D  
JAN 10  2013 Dated: New York New York 

k\)\ ' ,2012 

Levy, Phillips, & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant Stewart Warner 
Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

sk, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOSJM (LPK) Woods-Stewart Warner,DOC 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 107446/07 

__........__......__~ ............................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

CHERYL WOODS, AS EXECUTIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES J. WOODS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Wf IEREFORE, defendant Robcrtshaw Controls Company ("Robertshaw"), hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Robertshaw with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

Dated: 

Tmi A. Renavides, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips, & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York. New York 10022 

McElroy: Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Robertshaw Controls 
Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 

rk 10005 

Hon. S 
SO ORDERED, 4 

NOSJM (LPK) Woods-Kobertshaw.DC)C' 



R.ECEIVED 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT GRIFFIN, 

a97 -wo GSH 
x __I"_-_-----------__1__11____1__11_1111_----------"----~"----------------- 

Index No.: 190361/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Plaintiff, 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., CLARK-RELIANCE 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor to 
Jerguson, et al 

Defend ants. 

as successor to Jerguson, (hereinafter "JERGUSON") hereby requests 

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, 

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

claims against defendant, JERGUSON, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

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

s2 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges, Walsh & Slater, LLP 

s for Defendant 
eliance Corporation, Solely as 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 successor to Jerauson 
(212) 681-1575 hurch Street, Suite 21 I JAN 10 gs hite Plains, NY 10601 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

So Ordered: 



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

JOSEPH L. CULLENS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
__.__________._____.____________________-----------------.----.----" 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
131 1' ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN IO 2013 

M Elroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

L P  1 

x- - 

SO ORDERED, 



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

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

1=-f$$ D against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sa 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

N w York, New York JAN 1 0  2013 b / \  ,2012 
Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 dant A. 0, Smith Water 



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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LOUIS J. BIERONSKI JR. 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

n-le are hereby 

Dated: JAN 10'2Ut3 

E 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Iroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

SO ORDERED, 

1866245 





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

HAROLD L. ANTHONY NO OPPOSITION S IMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 Sam F I L E D  are he by 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
la / )  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNfy CLERK'S OFFICE 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1866245 



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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

m 

RICHARD JOHN KLIS 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSlTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

1782 I82 



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

SALVATORE LIPARI and CELESTINE 
LIPARI JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6* Floor 
New York, New York 

H&en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1782192 

JAN l o  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFtK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD VOSSELER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 128024-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

JAN 10 2013 

couwy CLEHKS OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

N 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW Y O W  

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

WILLIAM F. RYAN, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(NON, SHERRY KLElN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105928-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, . l ~ l & , l O  . 2013 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 233 Broadway 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ps 

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

WILLIAM HENRY RICH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105931-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

WATER$. MCP~ERSON.WCWE 
A t t o r n e y s b d  Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

-7 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. S h e q  



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

I 

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

FRED M. EARL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

a 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105958-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

defendant, DE3 Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS, INDEX NO.: 105959-03 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Defendants. ORDER 

vs. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

- ~ -  

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 



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

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

EDWARD DeVITA, 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118136-98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 

\ L E D  New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YoHK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

VERNON DePRIEST, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102479-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

-b&!z&: I d U L h Z  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

-. JAN IO 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE SO ORDERFiD: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

DAVID DAVIDSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 127888-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. &.L E D. 
Attorneys far Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

a 

JAN 10'2013 

NEW YORK 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPFLEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK < 

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

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102892-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abov- - titled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

F I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

JAN 10 2OI3 (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FLELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. GRANT, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114010-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 

WATER , McPH RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys W R i l e y ,  Inc. 
233 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 JAN 10.2013 



--$ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

HAROLD L. ANTHONY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 7055-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway JAN l0.2013 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys W D B  Riley, Inc. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 NEW YORK 

CLERKS OFF\'' -1 

SO ORDERED: 



c. 

JAMES E. REMINGTON, 
Plaintiff( s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
VS. 

1 AL, 
~ Defendants. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

N 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105932-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the ab ve-entitl 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 

RSON, MCNEILL, P.C. y o R ~  

couN,-y 
CLERKS OFF'' 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 



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

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

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

GIN0  PICISTRELLI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 100718-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Tnc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

e- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 10,2013 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 .~ 

SO ORDERED: 

. ,  



MOTIONAND ORDER 
PACCAR, INC., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERElLT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCAR") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMEWDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



36,L8147/AJM 

!OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

'UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 
(Honorab 

'his document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

J O U I S  J. BIERONSKI , JR. , : Index No.: 105612/04 

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?i; al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

3ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Iomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Unitec Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avende, Suite 3 5 ~  

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINIC A. D’ANGELO, 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100402-03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 2012 



I -  / L 

SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK A- 

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

MICHAEL CARLIN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105173-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abave-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys far Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York l 0 2 7 F  I E f) (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 20121 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
s -  

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

FRANK CANALE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100741-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

McNEILL, P.C. 
iley, Inc, 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 2012 



OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
c 4 

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

DOMINICK CALLO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(RON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105546-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc,, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 



536.18343IAJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- -  RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

.is document relates to: 

INSTANTINE S. KOUTSAKIS, 
ceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

JITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
: al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 
(Honorab 

30 
e S--erry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 108521/04 

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OFPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

4ttorneys for Plainti 700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 Unite(:: Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eaqle Rock Avel;ile, Suite 35,: 

r, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
2 0 2012 



36.18208/AJM 
UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
!OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

:N RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

?his document relates to: 

NTHONY J. GUIDA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

WHEREFORE, defendant , Unit 

equests summary judgment in the  

NYCAL 
119s PART 30 
(Honorable S.,erry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 7 3 2 6 / 0 4  

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

E30 GPZWITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

iVi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff15 

omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

Irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

TOSSClaimS against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and tht 

ram@ are hereby dismissed and without cos ts .  

4ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Pox 438 

ew Jersey 0 7 9 3 t  

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 02012 



136.18153/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant , Uni-ed Conveyor Corporation, herr.%by 

.equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

!lVll Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff15 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claims an( 

:rOSSClalmS against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed w nd without costs. 

IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

?RANK FRITZ JOSEPH, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
m I T E D  CONVEYOR C O R P O m T I O N ,  
t al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106014/04 

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

& FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 



*/ .. .* 

S U P W i E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

SUSAN R. FAUGHEY, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of THOMAS J. FAUGHEY, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

I 

I 

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

Index No. 1 13504/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 Dated: New York, New York 

lI,lOlZ 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Thomas Faughey, Jr. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 2 12.5 58.5500 
File No. 1863.20025 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 

4838-9026-1265, I 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Ileitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105767/06, 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN BUSSANICH, as Executor for the Estate of ! 
ANTONIO BUSSANICH, and CATERINA 
BUSSANICH, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

JAN 16,2013 n 

D 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Bussanich, Antonio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 
. r  \ I  

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 105767/06, 

ASBESTOS LJTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN BUSSANICH, as Executor for the Estate of ! 
ANTONIO BUSSANICH, and CATERINA 
BUSSANICH, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. J 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. I 
Dated: ~Jaro y e w  York 

,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Bussanich, Antonio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



‘ P  

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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CESAR 0. SERNA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 190183/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint Peerless 

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

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

Peerless Industries, Inc.. be and the s a n e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withaut costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.I- - 
Eileen T. Budd, Esq. 

JAN I O  2013 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Cesar 0. Serna 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, pc  

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway p ! ’ ; h  YUHh 

New York, New York 10005 New York, New Yo WUtkijy CLERK’S OFFICE 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

fi K l k n  Heitler 

DEC 2 0 2012 

4825-9499-1 632. I 



-, .- ../' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD, and 
DOLORES BRESCHARD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
[.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 100564/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k e w h a c  \b 2UlL 

I 

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. 1863.25713 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. ,d 
Attorney for Plaintiff JAN 1 6 2019 
Robert Joseph Breschard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NE,q YL)HK 
700 Broadway UNTY CLEHK'S OFFiCE 
New York, NY loo@? 
212.558.5500 

DEC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED 

4852-35324689.1 



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

Index 1 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

L: 10 ‘ZOC 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Plaintims) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 I L E D  

, New York, NY 10022 

32 19625 UEC 2 0 201a 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PETELEY, SUSAN M. as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH ETETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 117266/2005 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMP4W, be . ~ a+w,$4g I ) > I _ *  same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. , . 
- -  

WEITZ & LUXENBE 

b 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRID 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) SINGER & MAHONE 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 

10022 

o 2013 
,/ yiJk!\< 

, ,,\\ ' i j !  y c : ,~~ . i  ,K'S G~~FICE 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 



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

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

THOMAS F. COYNE, 
Plaintiff($), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107732-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

AttorneykbEh Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
~ e w  York,New York 102% I L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

ICE SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS J. BIERONSKI, JR., 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 10561 2-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNETLL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 

JAN 10'2013 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



J 

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

I1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GUSTAVE A. BENSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113471-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the box-entitled 

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

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBE- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JAN 10 2013 

hl E\N YDRK 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

COUNTY CLEFIKS CIFFICE 
. ..4 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 





I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN lU3 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

McP ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. wATEv WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys B Riley, Inc, 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 F I L E D  I 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

EDWARD NAGLE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED: UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 109923-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

defendant. DB Rilev. Inc.. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

--larp "6 y %ovann{ Re&A Esq. 

DEC 2 0 2012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

TOMAS MALDONADO, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(RON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 101375-05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEILL, P,C. 
Attorney 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



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

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

CONSTANTINE KOUTSAKIS, 
Plaintiffls), 

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

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 108521-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-WATE S, M HERSON McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys or DB Riley, I F I L E D  
New York, N*ew York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 JAN 1.0 '2013 



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

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

ANTHONY J. GUIDA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

I Is 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107326-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JAM IO ,2013 

700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: --e 



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

- ,  

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

RICHARD WILSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107328-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

' \4 c h- F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

-c3a-M* 

NEW YORK 
N TY CLERKS OFFICE - 

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1, 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

mf 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1 7  

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

JOSEPH A. STORTINI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO. : 10892 1-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
rrr IZ 



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

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

SALVATORE BLANDO, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLElN HEITLER) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests smmary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

INDEX NO.: 100725-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JAN 10 2u13 (2 12) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 2012 



. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

BARTOLOMEO BARTBUTO, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, In 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEFlRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115837-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

n 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

JAN 13 2013 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

DEC 2 0 2012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

RICHARD W. AMTHOR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100738-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DARLENE A. SENEFF, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM CLARK SENEFF and 
DARLENE A. SENEFF, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10 1285/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the s F e  I r e L r g  d D i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Seneff, William Clark 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

DEC 2 0 2012 

2571-1604 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 1 18863/06, 

KELLY M. SALVINI, Personal Representative for i 
the Estate of HERBERT W, SCHROEPFER, and j 
URSULA SCHROEPFER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f~ 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 cla.ims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., b t f % l \ h k e e @ e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 10,2013 

,2012 
COUN 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schroepfer, Herbert W. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant U 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 n A (212)558-5500 

DEC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-22780 



supmm COURT OF THBSTATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN IUE: NEW YO= COUNTY ~ N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 1 1.A-S. Part 30 
I I (Heitler, J.) * 

1 

THIS DOCUMENT RF8ERS TO: : IndwcNo.: 190133112 
1 

kOSEpH: SALXRNO AND CAROLYN S-0, 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintifqs) SUMMAlRYsIIDGWm 
*against- I 1 MOTION ORDER 

I 
1 
I 
I 

MRCO INTERNATIONAL at al., 

Defendant(s). I 
1 

WHERF,FORE* defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL CO., INC., heereby requesls. m a r y  

judgment in the above entitled case; p m w t  to Civil Practice Law qnd Rules !j 3212, disinissing 

plaintiff's complaht against defendant, ATWOOD & MOFWLL CO., INC, with prejuclic4 and 

. 

there being no opposition thereto, 

. ORDERJ3D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross 'claims &nSt 

defendant, ATWOOD & ahd ttre m e  ate hereby dismissed with 

. prejudice sad without casts. 

Attorneys fgr Dekndants 
Atwood MoMl Co,, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

NewYork,NewYo& 10167 

963-1094 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

; Index No.: 101285/07, 
i 

j NO OPPOSlTION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DARLENE A. SENEFF, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM CLARK SENEFF and 
DARLENE A. SENEFF, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 Co hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Seneff, William Clark 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

2383-27589 



- 
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. . -  SfJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 102900/04 

DONNAMAE BARTON, as Executrix for the Estate of i 
WILLIAM N. BARTON, and DONNAMAE BARTON, i 
Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 
b+ 1 '  ,201L 

$3 
Steven T. Corbin. Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 

William N. Barton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.6276 

New York, NY 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4831-6792-3473.1 

10003 

DEC 

NEW YORK 
C Q U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

2 0 2012 



536.18766/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Slierry K 
This document relates to: 

2in Heitler) 

HAROLD L. ANTHONY, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 1 7 0 5 5 / 0 4  

: (September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
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 

.ROFA 

- 

GA 

same are hereby dismissed with ice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LU 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINN 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 0 2012 

- 

.LC 



536.18771/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ZUSTAVE A .  BENSON, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

lTNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et ai. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE , defendant , Unit 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable S,,erry Kle in  Heitler) 

Index No. : 113471/04 

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  MOTION 
AND ORDER 

3 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 t o  all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismiss 3tbEuBe and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35:” 
P.O. Box 438 

+ East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
012 



, _. I !  . .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O W  COZJNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitlm, J.) 

! Index No.: 190026/12, 
THIS DOCUMENT ICEFERS TO: t 

ROBERT BRUNCK, 

PlainW, \ NO OPPOSFTXON 
j SUMMARY JUUGMi3NT 

-against- Y m  O N m  OWE R 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. / 

i 
Defendants. j 

WHEJEFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby reqwstg summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition themto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, all claims auld moss claims against 

defmdmt, Treadwell Coporation, be and the same am hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New Yo&, New York /p .2012 JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 

Treadwell Corporation Bnmck,Robert 
MCGIVNEY & nlJGER, P.C. 
80 Bmad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WWIZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

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

j 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL DEC 0 3  2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

SANDRA L. MINISTER and RICHARD DALE 
GRAVES, Co-Administrators for the Estate o f  
CHARLES P. GRAVES, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 1 13490/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef 01. ! 
Defendants. j 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same 

claims against 

and without 

costs. 

+I"- 

Y 

Jag/or&emer, Esq. 

IVNEY & KLUCER, P.C, 
Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 

f l L 3 . L u S h ~ ~  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Graves, Charles P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

OEC 2 0 2012 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1585 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108 1 70/06, 

LIBBY A. FEUERMAN, as Administratrix for the i 
Estate of IRVING FEUERMAN, and LIBBY A. j 
FEUERMAN, Individually, ! NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., at al. ! 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 321 2, 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 

without costs. 

i s E s e & t h  prejudice and 

JAN 1 0 2013 

NEW Yof?K 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Feuerman, Irving 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-27441 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
j T.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190200/12, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL LEVY AND ROSLYN LEVY, 

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

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

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
I 0 ; Y  ,2012 

CUU~J c\c' C L d j k ' ~ :  OF FICE 

Oakfabco Inc. Levy, Paul 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

DEC 2 0 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 190217/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

PETER C. LIMAN and REGINA FEINSTEIN, 

Plaintiff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendant( s). 
I 
I 

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 thfF;ade h E b m m i s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN I O  ,2013 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Laura Beth Hollman, Esq. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
The Fairbanks Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Peter C. Liman and Regina Feinstein 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

0504-0967 

(N0155512-1} 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : X.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 190217/12 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

PETER C. LIMAN and REGINA FEINSTEIN, 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : 
I 
I Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company be and th with prejudice and 

without costs. 

JAN 10 2013 

Laura Beth Hollrnan, Esq, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Atwood & Morrill Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter C. Liman and Regina Feinstein 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

963- 1 128 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190217/12, 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER C. LAMAN AND REGINA FEINSTEIN, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 ork, New York 
r,Jq ,2012 

Nicole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Liman, Peter C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2971 5 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, 1.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER C. LIMAN and REGINA FEINSTEIN, 

I 
I 

Index No.: 190217/12 
I 
I 
I 

Plaint iff( s) , NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

- AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., I I 

I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

e ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

P f l E D  
defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY be 

and without costs. 

JAN I 0.2013 

NEW YOffK 
L’’Jn Ci&EKds 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
2*- Danny R. Kraft Jr., Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter C. Liman and Regina Feinstein 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 DEC 2 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-4270 

(N0155512-1) 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY [ NYCAL 

i T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER W. WILSNACK 111 and FRANCES 
WILSNACK, 

i Index No.: 11 1909/02, 107001/02 
1 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffk, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
I 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrid Equipment Co., hereby rqumts 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 

e hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C G e  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York ’AN I 0 2013 
4 2 0 1 2  

1 

J d B .  Coop&, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Smmo, EDWARD J. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6856AX 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107403/02,114090/02 

EDWARD J. STUFANO AND STELLA I 

STUFANO, I I 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiffs, / SzThlMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
I 1 

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

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard hdustrial 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 C 

prejudice and without costs. 

e hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New Yor , N York 
/+//+,2012 

J a m i h .  Coop< Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard hdustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

STUFANO, EDWARD J. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheky'klein &eitler 

DEC 192012 
324-7066 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LASS. Part 30 
(Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! I Index No.: 109455/03 

R E T m  VORCHHEIMER, INDIVIDUALLY AND ; - 

AS EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF NORMAN ; 
VORCHEIEIMER, I NO OPPOSITION 

; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), I MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, A h a ,  Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Alcoa, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thmeto, 

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

defendant, A h a ,  Inc, be and the same are hereb ce and without costs. 

:I 
W- V 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
Attorneys for Defendants 
Alcoa, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

LEVY, PHILIPS & KON~GSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Norman Vorchheimer 
800 Third Avenue 
NEW York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 9 2012 813-0005 

740027515-1 



SUPREME COURT OF ‘THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 103409/06, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTlON AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. i 

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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesselmam, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Williams, Samuel 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-563 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 103409/06, 

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 (j 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Williams, Samuel 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

L 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Williams, Samuel 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 03 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 3 2012 
2383-29685 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN HANNA, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LAWRENCE R. HANNA, 
AND ELLEN HANNA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 190085/12, 
i 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co 

and without costs. 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorney for Defendkt Attohey for Plaintiffs 
Atwood & Morrill Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Hanna, Lawrence R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

x c i k  York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Kleih Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. NOLAN, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of THOMAS ROBERT NOLAN, 
SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 108180/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

, I  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 Corporati 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York New York u, 2012 
JAN 1 o ,2013 
NEW Yo r :QuNrr  CLERK 

r 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nolan, Thomas R. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 k 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 2 

1235-221 69 



. -  .-. ... . . . . 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GRACE CHAMIDES, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH CHAMIDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

Index No.: 105596/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco lnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

A 

York 
2012 

E 
m 3  I’ 
./ 

n 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Chamides, Joseph 
M c G r w ~ v  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 3 2012 
2571-1511 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GRACE CHAMIDES, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH CHAMIDES, 

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

j Index No.: 105596/05, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, delendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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 e . , / x c d  & s a 5  arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 'AN 1 0 2013 
fiW"LU ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o y .  Chamides, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ymk 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

c 0 32012 
I 2383-272 I2 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 1 15075/98 
RALPH N. BORELLI AND ANNE BORELLI, I 

I 

I Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 

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

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant( s) e 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ralph Borelli and Anne Borelli 
700 Broadway 
New York, New york 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 y  

SO ORDERED, 

324-3699 

(NO182 182-1 1 



, - I I " I .  --:' 
. . ... , :.. 

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

INRE NEWYORKCOuNTu* N Y C A L  ; 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID F. FORD, AS PERSONAL, REPRESENTATIVE FOR I 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD H. FORD AND WILLIAM R. I 

FORD AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE I NO OPPOSITION 
ESTATE OF HAZEL FORD, 

I MOTION AND ORDER 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitleq J.) 
I 

Index No.: 101904/02,102454/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintims), I 
I 

"against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al., 
I Defaidant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, COUR'IER & COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

all claims and cross claims against 

e are hereby dismissed with 

OmERED, that upon notice to 

defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC. be an 

prejudice and without costs. 

A t t o m e o r  Plaintiff 
Donald H. Ford 

Attorneys for Defendkts i 
Caurter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 7871 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY W C A L  
1 I.A.S. Part 30 
I CHeitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.~ 

TMS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 101904/02,102454/01 
DAVID F. FORD, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD H. FORD AND WILLIAM R. 
FORD AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HAZEL FORD, 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION ANTI ORDER 
Plaintifls), I I 

I 
1 

I 
I 
t 
I 
I 

"against- I 

A.C. ANI] S., INC., et al., 

Defendanqs). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T READWELL CORPOMTION, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TRFADWELL CORPORATION with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{NO 1787 1 1-1 } 

I 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 110637/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN STASKO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 CFOSS claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I I - <  ,2012 
F I L E D  

u Attorney for Defendant 

Courter & Company, lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Stasko, John 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10004 New York. New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
H&. Shcffy KIeX Heitler 



SUPREME COURl  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN STASKO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 10637/05, 

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 Q 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 

dcfendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, - New York JAN 1 0 a13 
, 2012 NEW YORK I d -  COUN?Y CLERKS OFFICE 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Stasko, John 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC J, 9 201"L 
1235-265 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN STASKO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 110637/05, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION ANI) ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. I 
Dated: New York, New York 

115- , 2012 

Stasko, John 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 -York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27270 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 116141/05, 

MARIA BONUM, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of FRANK BONUM,  

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION ANI) ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 p-cffcEallS,,rns and cross claims against 

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

costs. JAN IO 2013 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Bonura, Frank 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bonura, Frank 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 

G? (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -21 56 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS RICHMOND, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MURRAY L. WHITE and GLADYS 
RICHMOND, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EMMA C. WHITE? 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100309/07, 

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 fj 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 

d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and p*’rc E D 
defendant, Courter & Company, 

_ _  - without costs. 

JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK \ ’  

C%stine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

White, Murray L. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 02012 SO ORDERED, 

t 122-22182 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘I’HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHARON MARTIN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THADDEUS er. ZAWADZKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 02. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105768/06, 

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 6 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. 

dicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Zawadzki, Thaddeus T. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 0 ”” 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-602 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHARON MARTIN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THADDEUS T. ZAWADZKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105768/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakhbco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
,2012 

A 

JAN I O ,2013 

NEW YORK 

Att ey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \ 
0 abcohc .  Zawadzki, Thaddeus T. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

;$P; 

BEG 2 6 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 190107/12 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SERGIO PICASSO and MERCEDES PICASSO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and I 

ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, INC., 
et al. 

: 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
hrdve++ q ,2012 

U l S 1 ,  Sh1/!K!+t. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Zurn Industries, LLC 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Sergio Picasso and Mercedes Picasso 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, PA 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

2 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

535-1136 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD M. MUELLER and MARY 
MUELLER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 116057/05, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
,2012 

------ 
- 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq . 

‘M 10.2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘ - 
Mueller, Donald M. 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

DEC 2 ozol2 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-454 



r SUP&h4E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
M W: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITiGATlON 
- (Heitlcr, J.) 
wrs DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No.: 19047611 1, 
MAMIE: MOORE, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM MOORE and MAMIE 
MOORE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

i 

i SUMNARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et at. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T i h m  Liquidating Cow., hereby q u e s t s  summary 

judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tisbmau Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposi@on thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendat% Tishan Liquidating Carp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
JAN 1 O ,2013 

NiEole wessehann, 'm. 
Tishnran Liquidating Corp. 
MCG.~VNEY & WGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Stxmt-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

. Attorney for Defendant 

 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New Yo* New York 10003 

(212).509-3456 

SO ORDERED, x c  2 0 201a 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 10789/06, 

FREDERICK GEORGE CHASE, Executor for the \ 
Estate of ROBERT CARL ROECKELEIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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, p-, E E SD are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

Y 

Christine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roeckelein, Robert Carl 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & JSLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22692 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 10789/06, 
FREDERICK GEORGE CHASE, Executor for the ! 
Estate of ROBERT CARL ROECKELEIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘ro: 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION ANI) ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. j 

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 Corporati b i  a t t E w  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 1 O ,2013 

Dated: New Yo&, N e b  York 
NEW YORK 

+’ 201 * COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Roeckeiein, Robert Carl 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22212 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COTJNTY OF NEW YOKK 

~ 

IN REYNEW YORKmUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

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

j Index No.: 110789/06, 
FREDERICK GEORGE CHASE, Executor for the ! 
Estate of ROBERT CARL ROECKELEIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
\ d,3\: 2012 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roeckelein, Robert Carl 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

12 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27 476 



SUPREME COURT OF THE, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI., 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 10789/06, 

FREDERICK GEORGE CHASE, Executor for the ! 
Estate of ROBERT CARL ROECKELEIN, : NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc. 

costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
RoeckeIein, Robert Carl 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

2571-1579 



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

I (Hdtler, J.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

I 

I 
J 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THtS DOCUMENT REFEES TQ 

JOSEPH SALERNO AND CAROLYN SALEWO, I 

! NO OPPOSITION 

IndexNo.: 190133/12 
I 
I 

Plaintif€@) SUMMARY JUDGMFMT 
-against- ')MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I ARRCO lBl"ERNATIIoNAL, et d., 
I I 

Defendant(s1. I 
I 
I 

WHEKEFORE, defendant, PLOWSERVE CORpORATlON, hereby rcquests su~mary 

judgment in tho above entitled case, pursuaxrt to Civil plactice Law and RIA& 8 3212, dimi&g 

plaintif€% complaint against' defendant, FLOWSERVF3 CORPORATION with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and moss claims algainst 

defendant, FLOWSERVE CO e m hereby dismissed with pxjudice 

and without costs. 

D a ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  New York JAd 1 lJ LU13 

E:L:v 
COUNT'! CLE 

Laura Beth Hollman, Esq. 
MCGJWEY  KLUGE^ P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad S l m t  - 23rd Floor 
PlowaerveCorporation . 

245 Park Avenue, 39& Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

951-952 

i 

i 

, .. " _.._. . . , ._ ....,.....,. ~ ....... "I ~ .......-- **..l.*..-*"....... .... ,... < .  . . . . , .... . . .  I .  . , ..*...*.*. .. . I . .... . . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I1 

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

RAYMOND HODGE, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102372-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 NEW yoBK 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

C O u ~ ~ y  CLERKS Of F'CE 

SO ORDERED: L 
Won. S he5jTKFeinWei tler 

DEC 2 0 2012 



I 2  

I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

ROBERT M. HILL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100229-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

0 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEI 
Attorneys 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

E D 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 a12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH CULLENS, 
Plain tiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113472-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

defendant, DE3 Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

JAN 10 2013 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 6 2012 



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

i T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 1.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 101285/07, 

DARLENE A. SENEFF, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM CLARK SENEFF and 
DARLENE A. SENEFF, Individually, 

P 1 ain ti ffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

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 dants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 
JAN 1 0.2013 

NEW YORK CLERK’S OFFICE 

‘ I  

r 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Seneff, William Clark 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22316 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1012W07, 

DARLENE A. SENEFF, as Administratrix for the ! 
Estate of WILLIAM CLARK SENEFF and 
DARLENE A. SENEFF, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE7 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, a r ~ r ~ & . s ~ e ~  prejudice and 

without costs. 

JAN I 3  
,2012 

&istine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
- 

I 
Attorney for Defendant V 

2313 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Seneff, William Clark 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22791 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD L. PERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
L A 3  Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index No.: 101274/07, 

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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, 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. 

Tishman Liquidating Cop.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Perry, Edward L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 

2383-27587 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD L. PERRY, 

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

i Index No.: 101274/07, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. / 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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. 

Kerryann M. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Perry, Edward L. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22317 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT mFERS TO: 

EDWARD L. PERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101274/07, 

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 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: NeyE;”f” York 

,2012 JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1212) 509-3456 

Hon. -kin 1 

1122-22792 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S T A E  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY MONTANTE, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF MARY L. MONTANTE, AND 
LOUIS MONTANTE, INDIVIDUALLY, NO OPPOSITION 

i Index No.: 101344/07, 
i 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. ! 
Defendants. I .- - 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be an 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

MCGIVNEY & KLUOER, PC. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

SHARON MARTIN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THADDEUS T. ZAWADZKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10576W06, 

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 tj 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zawadzki, Thaddeus T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

so O R D E R E ~  
Hon. 

1122-1083 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS RICHMOND, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MURRAY L. WHITE and GLADYS 
RICHMOND, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EMMA C. WHITE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(He it ler, J .) 

Index No.: 100309/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, 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. 
M Y  ?!? 

Dated: New Yor w York ,,qq ,2012 

NEW YORK 
COlINrY CLERK’S OFF 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
White, Murray L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27570 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS RICHMOND, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MURRAY L. WHITE and GLADYS 
RICHMOND, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EMMA C. WHITE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100309/07, 

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 (j 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 

be and tlii sarhe'are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
p1 qya P''+ 

defendant, Treadwell Corporati 

without costs. 

iiLiu iill3K 
Dated: New Yor 

COUNTY ri w??P OFFICE 

Idcole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation White, Murray L, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-22310 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘IO: 

MICHAEL MATULA, as Executor for the Estate 
of JOSEPH MATULA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e/  ul. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116621/06, 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matula, Joseph 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yprk 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

DfC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27539 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL MATULA, as Executor for the Estate 
of JOSEPH MATULA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tl cr, J .) 

Index No.: 1 1662 1 /06, 

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 5 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 

F:ll without costs. 

JAN I O  2013 

NEW YOR 

Nicole Attorney Wesselrnann, for Defendant Esq. c o u -  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Matula, Joseph 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 

1235-22282 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 116621/06, 
! 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

MICHAEL MATULA, as Executor for the Estate 
of JOSEPH MATULA, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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. 

JAM 19 ??t3 

Cxistine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -;l 
Courter & Company, Inc. Matula,-Joseph 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 /----- 

BEG 2 0 2042 SO ORDERED, 

1122-22761 



WHEREAS, Defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY ("GE"), requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against GE, 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 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

&C.EMQ& ,2012 

CO u N'/.&&h ' g T $ & & ~ ~  

SEDGWICK, LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
Counsel for GE 

coz\ 4- k w u w  
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, I l th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintifl 

SO ORDERE 

0020304 1.  WPD DEC 2 0 2012 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I (212) 509-3456 A / (212) 558-5500 +-' 

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

j Index No.: 101344/07, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JEFFREY MONTANTE, as Executor for the 
Estate of MARY L. MONTANTE, and LOUIS 
MONTANTE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. ! 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, 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 C o p ,  

without costs, 

reby dismissed with prejudice and 

, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Montante, Mary L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, DEC 202012 
Hon. S h e r r f K U  Heitler 

2383-27610 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY MONTANTE, as Executor for the 
Estate of MARY L. MONTANTE, and LOUIS 
MONTANTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10 I344/07, 

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 6 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 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Montante, Mary L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22342 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 101344/07, 

i 

f SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY MONTANTE, as Executor for the 
Estate of MARY L. MONTANTE, and LOUIS 
MONTANTE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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, I claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be E d  L e L g e  O e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Jew Yoqk, Nbw York . unn 

-ne P. Kennedy, Es 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Montante, Mary L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant -V 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 

1122-22817 



.~ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

,2012 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF1 A 

A b  
I 

t NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

R i e u ,  Esq. 
I for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD 
MIKULKA, and DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, 
Individually, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j Index No.: 108677/06, 

; NO OPPOSITION 
_ _  

Plaintiffs, 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests siirnrnasy judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules FJ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the & e l  

costs. 

) r e & r E  d B s s e d  with prejudice and without 
I 

JAN 1 0,2013 

Mikulka, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 /3p 1 / 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
tler 

2571-1575 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KELLY M. SALVINI, Personal Representative for 
the Estate of HERBERT W. SCHROEPFER, and 
URSULA SCHROEPFER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 18863/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schroepfer, Herbert W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

2383-27567 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 18863/06, 

KELLY M. SALVINI, Personal Representative for ! 
the Estate of HERBERT W. SCHROEPFER, and j 
URSULA SCHROEPFER, Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. ; 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

,2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF1 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Schroepfer, Herbert W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

OEC 2 0 2012 1235-22307 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105768/06, 

SHARON MARTIN, as Executrix for the Estate of ! 
THADDEUS T. ZAWADZKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 hereb dism'ss with prejudice and 

without costs. F l L g b  
Dated: NewY k ew York \.qq ,2012 

JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Zawadzki, Thaddeus T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108677/06, 

DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, as Personal Representative ! 
for the Estate of RICHARD MIKULKA, and 
DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER PI ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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 C o p ,  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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
JAN 1 O ,2013 

COUNTY CLERK' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, BEC 2 0 20lZl 

2383-27458 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 108677/06, 

DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD 
MIKULKA, and DOROTHY A. MIKULKA, 
Individually, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 Corporatio e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

JAN 10  201: 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 

3 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Mikulka, Richard 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 o 21112 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
1235-221 94 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER GAYNOR, 

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

j Index No.: 1 16848/06, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 ar 

without costs. 

h prejudice and 

Dated: New Yor w York 
\ d;?i,, 2012 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

JAN 16 2013 
NEW YOHK 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gaynor, Walter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER GAYNOR, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116848/06, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 Yor w York \&\,3 ,2012 
JAN 10.2013 

NEW YOHK 
COUNIY CLERKS OFFICE 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

I opposition thereto, 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1003 10/07, 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORIAN WALEK and ANNETTE E. WALEK, 

~ 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Defendants. ! 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

costs. 

,2012 

rney for Defendant 
bco Inc. 

IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

FPL 

Walek, Florian 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, - 

2571-1156 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 2383-27561 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORIAN WALEK and ANNETTE E. WALEK, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: I003 I0/07, 
! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et nl. j 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are h e r e F i b i L d  &I Qudice and 

without costs. 
JAN 10.2013 

K 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Walek, Florian 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1003 10/07, 
\ FLORIAN WALEK and ANNETTE E. WALEK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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 N w York 
\ -..\3\ ,2012 

JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORY 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Walek, Florian 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

1235-22300 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORIAN WALEK and ANNETTE E. WALEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1003 10/07, 

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 0 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 c Esn cross claims against 

by dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sa e h 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York e\ 3 7 , 2 0 1 2  

JAN 10 2013 

Y -  

Christine P. Kennedy, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Walek, Florian 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 0 2Oli 

tt22-22777 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and f ; 2 s # e b  h F ; ; b y p s s e d  with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ssor in Interest to 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 

U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

torneys for Defendant \4  TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

costs. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be a 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

ismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

S & McMANUS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. will# 

-PrftrePtson, New York 11507 w (516) 294-5433 
so ORDERED, 

EC' 0 32012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and 

Dated: Alberfson, New York 

with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\ 
-- VI I ,  

AHMU??, DEMERS & M ~ M A N U S  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
RUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X SEPTEMBER 2012 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

JAN 10  201 

- # 

EW Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

----+"-."_ 

'S  

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



HOAOLAND LON00 
MORAN, DLNST 8, 
DOWIAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO Box 4m 
MW BRUNSVVICK. NJ 

SODH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
S U E  202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 11622 

GRACE BARBERA BRYSON AND JOYCE NO OPPOSITION 
BARBERA KREMLER AS CO-EXECUTRICES FOR 
THE ESTATE OF EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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: )2r-174Wew York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jers 

Kremler as Co-Executrices for the Estate of 
Edward George Barbera 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: I Index Na: I 1  5972/03 

Francesco Renna 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, farmerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

s for Dana companies, LLC, 
COUNTY CLERKIS &@E t 27th Street, 12th Floor 

New York, NY 10016 
(212)605-6200 (2 12)452-5300 



HOAOLAND, LONG0 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORHYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERfEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS V. CARROLL 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 108180-06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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. 
Nod. aotb, aaQ 

DATED: New York, New York 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Thomas R. Nolan Sr. and Joan M. Nolan, 

0 Broadway 
w York, NY 10003 

DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 

SO ORDERED: 

lllllllllllllllll1lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll CB-MAINE-10 _ _  

_. -. ~ -- .- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT ION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Epstein 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 121231/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D 
Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212)605-6200 

JAN 10 2013 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(21 2)452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Girard Pelletier 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120337/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana C,;npanies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212)605-6200 (21 2)452-5300 JAN 10 2013 

New York, NY 10016 

NEW YORK 
~ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 0 2012 



WHEREAS, Defendant John Crane, Inc., requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against 

John Crme, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

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

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

Dated: Sew Yosk, New Yark 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10006 
Counsel for 

Mn50384 WPD 

DEC 2 0 2012 



: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

RONALD P. ROWE, and SUSAN ROWE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
I 

~ 

: Index No(s).: 109028-06 
, 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., 

Defendants. 
X *_"r---_----_l___"rl______II____________-~--"-----------" 

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

N E D -  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway JAN 10 2013 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 NY 10022-6030 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ? 
SO ORDERED, 

I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EDMUND LEHANKA and NELLIE 
LEHANKA, 

X -l--_-----______l__r_______________I____----------------- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A,S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: IndexNo(s).: 190531-12 
Plaintiff( s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, : 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et: 
al,, 

Defendants. 
X ------------l--l----___1__1_1___________----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNETDER 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. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 

A omeys for 
&NE CO. 

Defendant 

New York,NY 1 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

0003 



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

DAVID F. FORD, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DONALD H. FORD and 
WILLIAM R. FORD, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of HAZEL FORD, : (Hen. 

: 

: NYCAL 
' I.A.S. Part 30 

Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 10 1904-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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. 

At rneys for Defendant 
NEW YORK C ;% NE CO. 

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

COUNTY CLERK'S W G x F g t o n  Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, ok@ 2 Oz(Ja 



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

WILLIAM R. FORD, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DONALD 
FORD, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index Nojs).: 102454-01 
Plaint iff( s) , 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

l L E D -  - 

JAN 102013 
n Alford Kneis, Esq. 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway NEW YORK 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue C O U ~ l * y  CLERKIS OFFICE 

- 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 





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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - - - r _ _ - r - _ - _ _ _ _ r _ _ l l l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert Bruce Burawa and Deborah Ann Burawa 

4 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No: 190272/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BOMBARDIER RECREATIO 1 PRODUCTS, INC., 
incorrectly sMa “EVINRUDE” (hereinafter “BOMBARDIER RECREATIONAL PRODUCTS, 
INC.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
BOMBARDIER RECREATIONAL PRODUCTS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York. New York 

, MOSKOWITZ, JAN 10 2013 
Attorneys for Plaintiff DICKER LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue NEW YOHK 
New York, NY 10036 CoUNN CLERK‘S oFF@hBARDIf% mCmATIONAL 

+#‘ PRODUCTS, INC. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 04837.00096 

SO ORDERED, 

5281018v.l 



CLB55453/legal/nosjrnApril2012 

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

X 
JOHN LOWE, JR., 
__-______________1__1_1______1_11_1_11__------------------------- 

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

-against- Index No.: 190332/11 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORl3, 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 defcndants 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 

. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JAN 1 o 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, 
Barry McTiernaii & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 

COUNN CLERK'S O m Y ' o r k ,  New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - Index No.: 190154/12 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WQRKS hereby request s u m x y  

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FUL TON BOILEX WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, , 

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

defendants FULTONBOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

B 

NEVI/ YOR 

Weiu & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & A/[oare 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New Yak,  Mew York 10066 

SO ORDERED, 



-- 

I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101333/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FIJ LTON BOILEX WORKS hereby rcquest summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and liules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOI1,ER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-del'endants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants FIJLTON HOII,HR WOKKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff' 
. ... 

._ T-citr-&-'l;uxenbcrg -- 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 

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

so ORDEII~D,  

DEC 2 0 2012 

- ... .,_ .,., 



- against - Index No.: 190154/12 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERhCATIONAL f7Wa UTIGA BOILERS hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaht against defendants ECR INTERNATIONALfMa 

UTKA BQILERS with prejudice, and there being nn nppssition thereto, 

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

defendants ECR IlVTERh!AT..ONAL f M a  UTICA BOILEM , be and the same are hereby 

dismissed wiih prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxcnbexg UTICA BOILERS 
700 Broadway NEW YOHK Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10003 'W CLERK'S OFRlEctor Street, 1 4th Floor 

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

_- 

so ORDERED, 
L 



DOMSS2 19/legoUnosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
NATALE SUSINQ, 
---"_lr------1-3-"--I_L______I_I______I_----~------------------~- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - Index No.: 1903 12/11 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P., hereby request sumniary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P-, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

4 n 
n6nas Mar oti, Esq. 
Attorneys fo J?t efendant 

BW McTienm & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

Airorney  IO^ riaintin - I 
700 Broadway 
?Jew York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg JAN 10 2013 UOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS 

NEW YQWK ,- CLERK'S OFFICESew york, New York 10006 

DEC 2 0 2012 



This Document Relates to: 

GUSTAVE A. BENSON (Deceased) 
Index No. 
113471/04 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York F 1 L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., gt &, 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 1 18437103 
1 1 1623/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear C 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York & JAN 10  2013 

Nbz& \IORK ' 1  . I  

LYNCH DASKAL E*WWL/=R&~ 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear #Fg&E 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

EC 0 3 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO,, gt &, 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 112220/03 
1 1 1594/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk N - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 JAN 10 2013 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
__1__1___________1____________________I_-----------------_----- x 

--.. ___--l__*-- .. -__--I-_* - __-_____-____I-__________________r____ x 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BETH NEEDEL, as Personal Representative for the : 
Estate of ELIAS GAFFEN, and BETH NEEDEL, : 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
DOROTHY GAFFEN, 

Index No.: 11 1592/03 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., gt &, : 
: IASPart30 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

De fendant s . 
--__--r___---___" ____*________I______~-------_----------------- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 1 0,2013 

NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE e Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: QEC 0 3 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ___"_________r_________________________I-----_-------"------_--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., gt al,, : 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys foglaintiff 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10 18 I L E D 
(212) 302-2400 

JAN 10 2013 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

NYCA 

Index Nos.: 117869/03 
1 1 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N 
I (  pa7/rTk 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 JAN lo 2013 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



C. 

EUGENE W. BOLES, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index Nos.: 1 1 1642/03 
EUGENE E. BOLES, 1 16099/03 

Plaintiff($), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, ' TASPart30 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., gt &, 

Defendants. 
_______I______________l_____________l___------------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

JAN 10 2013 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

_.--- 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



: Index Nos.: 1 1 1589/03 
1 12084/03 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. : IASPart30 
X "r___"______l________Il______r______f___----------_-------_----- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
/$27 1, % 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street JAN 20 2013 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 NEW YORK 

New York, New York 1001 8 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: EC 0 3 2012 



JOSEPH E. BRUNS, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., gt &, 

Defendants. 

JYCAL 

: Index Nos.: 108355/00 
110330/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
* IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY Ne York 
qk7pl4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 ,: ~ T:SE 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

plr\fi/ w n W  

r'' 1 7  ' *  I. 1 r r \ v  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____ l____r r_____ l_____r r__________ l l___ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Arthur Fischer 

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

Index No: 190462/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
tbl a CQII a 

k David Chandler, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN& 
Attorney for De 
CARRIER CORPORATION 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 10557.01293 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 0 3 2012 

5281929v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE s w m  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105596/05, 

GRACE CHAMTDES, Individually and Executrix ! 
for the Estate of JOSEPH CHAMIDES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 F I L E D  
AJW# so ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Chamides, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tk, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 3 2012 
1235-3262 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 
: A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
11- 7 -  U [ Z  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. JAN 1 &TNFH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40t" Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as Lipe- 

Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

York New York 

7 '  

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 

Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Fl 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

ew York, New Yor kEdSLED 
SO ORDERED: JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertsop, New York 
\ 

JAI$E~ ED-WARDS 
-.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER ~~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A$MU~Y,  DEMERS & MCMANUS 

TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
New York 11507 



e 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

V 

AHM TY, DEMERS & McMAN S 
us for Defendant F 1 k E D 

ALTY HOLDINGS, NC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK 
rk 1507 COUNTY CLERK'S 

SO ORDERED, 

OFFICE " 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. 

TISHMAN as Successor REALTY in Interest & to F \ L E D  
CTION CO., INC. 

c 

ertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 NEW YORK . - -rr~ne SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed w i g c u d i c e  

and without costs. 

, New York 
22 ,2012 

Michael Roberts, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 

D- 

New York, New York 10003 I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

SO ORDERED: 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

QCT 2 3 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ - - _ _ _ _ I " _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190143/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - -_ l_"___-__r- - -____l l_____l__rr_r_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

Michael Macknin and Barbara Macknin NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X l-_-__r-------_--___l__________llll_____- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION7 hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

W E I T Z ~  LUXENBERG, P.C. 

L E D 
JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SYCAL 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the : Index Nos.: 122017/98 
Estate of MICHAEL P. LONG, and 120667/00 
VALERIE LONG, Individually, 1 16680/06 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,aal., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, N fip?7F?rk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 1 0 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

m/ n Dated: New York, New York Y' - 

SO ORDERED: / Amy 
Hon. Sherrykfein Heitler, I. S .C . 



A.C.&S.,INC.,gtaJ., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: 

700 Broadway, 
New York, New York 10003 New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 10 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

f 
NEW YOHK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein fiexler, J.S.C. DEC 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
" _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - -  X Index No. 190476- 1 1 
MAMIE M. MOORE, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM BURFORD 
MOORE, 

Plaintiffs , 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/Ma B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENl3ERqP.C. Patrick J. Dwy& JAN 10 2013 
700Broadway / /&q SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

NEW YORK BRENNAN, LLP 

Princeton, NJ 08540 
(21 2)558-5500 2 Research Way, COUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE 

Danny R. Kraft, Esq. (609)924-6000 
OODRICH CORPORATION 

SO ORDERED 

OEC 0 32012 



Representative for the Estate of STEPHEN W. 
SHELDOW and CHRISTINE KLIMEK, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
VERONICA SHEDLOW, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OWER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

/Jflfi u t j L + c I L - l . l u l l l l  

700 Broadway, 264 es 40 Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 JAN 1 o 2013 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: w"-- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J . S C  

bLL 0 32012 



Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff, 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C. & S., INC., et d., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK1$ OFFICE 

700 Broadway, 
New York, New York 10003 rk, New Yark 100 18 

(2 12) 302-2400 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



< *  3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

r 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO 

NICHOLAS N. TROILO & EMILY TROILO 

New York City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

Index No.: 190199/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
YUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
,RE: OCTOBER 2012 IN EXTREMIS 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

k G Q &  , I  ,2012 

KARST & von OISTE, LLP 
19500 State Hwy. 249, Suite 240 
Houston, TX 77070 
Attorneys for PlaintiffS 

GIBBONS PC. 
One Gateway Center 
Newark, New Jersey 071 02-53 10 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The Sherwin-Williams Company 

By: \. By: 
douglas von Oiste, Esq. 

- By: \. 
douglas von Oiste, Esq. 

- By: 

SO ORDERED, 2 
Hon. Sherry Klek 

V~~~ 10 2013 

NEW YOAK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



_- 

Plaintiffs, : Index No. 190364 / 2012 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREAS, defendant Heidelberg USA, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2 dismissihg plaintiffs' 

complaint with prejudice as against it, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that all claims against defendant Heidelberg USA, Inc. be, and the same are, 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
J \ l c V @ d e r  F, 2012 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
Attorneys for Heidelberg USA, Inc. 
1633 Broadway 
New York, NY 10019 New York, NY I0036 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 505-1980 

Oqw a[dlly 
SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs. 

NYCAL 
Index No. 1 90364/20 12 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,. 
Including, HEIDELBERG USA, INC. 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
: ss.: 

Gerardo Melendez, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a paralegal of the law 

firm of KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & FRIEDMAN LLP, attorneys for the defendant 

Heidelberg USA, Inc. herein, he is over the age of eighteen years, and is not a party to the within 

action. 

On the 5'h day of December, 2012, he served a true copy of the within No Opposition 

Summary Jugement Motion and Order, by sending the same via mail to to all counsel listed 

on the attached service list. 

Deponent deposited the same in an oflicial depository under the exclusive care and 

custody of the United States Postal Service within the City and State ofNew York, contained in 

securely sealed wrappers addressed to counsel for the defendants, these being the addresses 



designated by said attorneys for that purpose upon the preceding papers in this action. 

l+----w'n &.I ./I 
I '  

Gerard0 Melend& 
Sworn to before me this 
5'" day of December, 201 2 

I ,  

aotary Public 

MARY A. O'CONNELL 
Notary Public, State of New York 

NO. 01 OC6023427 
Qualified in Queens County 

Commission Expires April 19, 20 /5 



GERALD SMILEN - SERVICE LIST 

Updated: November 12,201 2 

COUNSEL: DEFENDANTS: 

Nancy McDonald, Esq./Joseph LaSala, Esq, 
McELROY DEUTSCH & MULVANY 
1300 Mount Kernble Avenue 
P.O. Box 2075 
Morristown, New Jersey 07962 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON ELSER MOSKOWITZ 
EDELMAN & DICKER, LLP 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
FORMAN, PERRY, WATKINS, 
KRUTZ & TARDY, LLP 
328 Newman Springs Road 
Redbank, New Jersey 07701 

John Fanning, Esq./Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 
CULLEN & DYKMAN 
44 Wall Street 
New York, New York 10005 

A.O. Smith Water Products 

American Bi ltrite 
& Carrier Corp. 

American Standard 
& Bird, Inc. 
& Rheem Manufacturing Corp. 
& Trane US Inc. 

Burnham Corporation 

Michael Tanenbaum, Esq./Dennis Vega, Esq. 
SEDGWICK, DETERT, 
MORAN & ARNOLD 
Three Gateway Center, 121h Floor 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102 

CBS Corporation 
& General Electric Co. 

Judith Yavitz, Esq. Certain-Teed 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 
116 East 27th Street, 12th floor 
New York, New York 10016 

& Union Carbide 

Jamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq./Monakee Griffin, Esq. 
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& Kentile Floors 
& Taco, Inc. 
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Domco Inc. Floor Products 
& Domco Products Texas LP 
& Ilomco l'arkett, Inc. 



Chris Hannan, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS McGOWAN 
SPINELLI & HANNA, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 301h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Domtar Industries 

Jim Lynch, Esq. / Scott R, Emery, Esq. 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY, LLP 
264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

Georgia Pacific 

Brady Edwards, Esq./Daphne Taylor Evans 
MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKXUS, LLP 
1000 Louisiana Street, Suite 4200 
Houston, Texas 77002 

Grinnell Corp 
& Tyco Flow Control 
& Tyco International (US) 
& Yarway Corp. 

Paul Scrudato, Esq. 
SCHIFF HARDIN 
666 5th Avenue 
Suite 1700 
New York, New York 10103 

Grinnell Corp. 
& Mapei Corp. 
& Owens-Illinois 
& Tyco Flow Control 
& Tyco International (US), Inc. & 
Yarway Corp. 

Chris Gannon, Esq./Ted Eder, Esq./ 
Robert Rigolosi, Esq. 
SEGAL, MCCAMBRIDGE, SINGER & MAHONEY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

HB Fuller 

Joseph Colao, Esq. 
LEADER & BERKON 
630 Third Avenue, 1 7Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS, LLP 
1345 Avenue of the Americas, 7th floor 
New York, New York 10 105-0005 

John Rand, Esq. 
CLARK, GAGLIARDI & MILLER 
99 Court Street 
White Plains, New York 1060 1 

IMO Industries, Inc. 

I.T.T. Industries 

International Paper Co. 

Philip O’Rourke, Esq./Steven Corbin, Esq./ 
David Pollack, Esq./George Catlett, Esq. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street 
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Kaiser Gypsum Co. 
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Paul Van Buskirk, Esq. 
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
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Edward Wilbraham, Esq. 
WILBRAHAM LAWLER & BUBA 
I40 Broadway, 46'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
& 
John Howarth, Esq. 
WILBRAHAM LAWLER & BUBA 
18 18 Market St., Suite 3 100 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-363 1 

Mary Ellen Connor, EsqJRobert Malaby, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Justin Perri, Esq. 
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1 1 14 Avenue of the Americas 
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John Tartaglia, Esq. 
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Amiel Gross, Esq. 
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Cyanamid Company 
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Carol Snider, Esq. 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK JANITS and KATHLEEN JANITS 

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL Index No. 190084-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. (“Lennox”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox with pre.judice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARCER ERRANTE YAVlTZ & 

r Lennox Industries Inc 
-- .. 

Attorneys jor Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED: 

D W  2 0 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

GARY PAUL VAN NOTE AND JANE M. VAN 
NOTE, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff@) 

against 
ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No: 12-19001 I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGmNT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sepco Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Sepco Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Sepco Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D  h- 3 P ,  2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

EARLY & STRAU 
Attorneys for Plainti 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20Ih Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

Attorneys for Sepco Corporation 
11 6 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floar 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



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

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 32 12, 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. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

14202 
00 

SO ORDERED, E C  2 0 2012 

14098 196.1 
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Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190332/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAV13R-BROOKSY INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dchdan t s  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 CLEAVE bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ail .-1 

, 

CLEAVER-BROOK S , INC . 
NEW YORK Barry_McTiernan 8r. Moore 

New York, New York 10003 oF?!%dor Street, 1 41h Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

_.- 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 O637/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules Section 321 2, 

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

and there bekg 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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW Yo## CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY cLf%KB o$Fi%r& McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL LONG 

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

Index No. 06-1 16680 
98-122017 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

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 32 12, 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. F I L E D  

Jq!Q JAN 90 2013 

amuel Goldbla , Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

WEITZ & L U X E ~ ~ R G ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

140981 96.1 



HOAQLAN), LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEFSON ST 

NEW BRWNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

pa BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACQUELINE S. MULTARI, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHANIE V. 
CAMPBELL, AND JACQUELINE S. MULTARI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 100691 -07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:Mqwew York, New York n 

IOAGLAdD, LbNGO, M M A N  
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
t0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

XENBERG, P.f/ 

Jacqueline S. Multari, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Stephanie V. Campbell, and 
Jacqueline S. Multari, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lm , 

Illllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
CB-METAL-30 



HOAGLAM3, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JEREY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMr BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HANIMONTON, W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DARLENE A. SENEFF, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM CLARK SENEFF, 
AND DARLENE A. SENEFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 101285/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hei,,y requests summary judgment , , I  tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

somplaint 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 agains 

Yefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 121 11 /@ew York, New York 

- ’ -\ 

MELISSA BARRELLA, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
FO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Darlene A. Seneff, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of William Clark Seneff, and Darlene A. 
Seneff, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

$0 ORDERED: 

COUNrY CLERK’S OFFICE 

2 4 j  ll~~linll ’ CC-MORTAR-24 Ill11 lllll llllll 111lllll111111111 lllll Ill/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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 32 12, 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 

BLED without costs. 

m R G ,  P,k. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 80 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(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 

DEC 2 0201g SO ORDERED, 

14098196 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Publio Carbonell-Soto 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190452/10 

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 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitla 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 201 1/190047 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JaSEPIK CLARKE 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 

plaintifls complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/&/P ,201% 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP rcfQ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

& BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12"' Floor 
New Y ork, NY 1 00 1 6 

(2 12) 605-6200 _. 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 10 2013 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gordon Rockmaker 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 110157/05 

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 CertairrTeed 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 Corparation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, 
n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 

(21 2)605-6200 (2 12)452-5300 

F I L E D -  
JAN 10 2013 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK cowry 
X _ _ - - " _ _ _ - l _ _ _ _ _ - - - " _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 1 17050/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ " l _ - _ " _ _ _ _ l " " - - " l _ - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Ross Rimicci, as Executor of the Estate of Anthony 
Rimicci JUDGMENT 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly dh/a 
"CARRIER CORPORATION a/ka/ Bryant Manufacturing Corporation" (hereinafter 
CARRIER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

New York, NY 10022 
150 East 42'Id Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 10557.0024 1 

SO ORDERED, 

5253200~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
couN-rY OF NEW YORK , 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Robert Griffin 

Index No: 190361/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Attormy fer Plnintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

5290809~. 1 

/ / 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 10557.01292 Ad,/ ------ 

Hon. S w y  Kweitler 
JAN 10 2013 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Loreto Papalia 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

Index No: 127449/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS 1. I TI GAT1 0 N 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:New York, New York 
/ I  

- 
Rob6 
LEVY PHILLIPS a KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

DARGERVERMNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
N e w Y o r k F I P O k  E D 

(212)605-6200 (212)452- 00 

JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
so ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN R.E: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Stortini 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108921/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, liereby 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WETTZ gt LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Cornoration 

(212) 558-5500 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor4 
New York, NY 10016 JAN 10 2013 
(2 12) 452-5300 

NEW WORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERJZD, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ - - _ _ " _ _ _ _ - _ r _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Roger J. Balducci 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

Index No: 1 19783102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

lefenda,,; Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as swccessor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
Casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

estos Personal 

ew York 10017 

4907921v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Stortini 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAI, 

lndex No: 10892 1 /04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J,) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly lcnown as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon itatice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

f l L E D  hereby disiiiissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: New York, Ncw York JAN l0‘2013 
1 s)i y ,2012 

Matthew McIntyre, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1 00 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, lZlt’’ Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X r _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - l l - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ r l l _ l _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 1 83/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _ - _ - - _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC" (herein after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE 
INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 JAN 10 2013 AMER 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 13 139.001 85 

NEW YOAK 
~ COUNW CLERK'S OFFjc@ 2-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X lrr_---_-r_----_--lll_ll_l____l__l_r___l- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I,A.S, Part 30 

I 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
"CARRIER CORPORATION a/ka/ Bryant Manufacturing Corporation" (hereinafter 
CARRIER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, I 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Nancy J. Santini, Individually and as the Executrix of The 
Estate of Anthony Santini 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 10557.003 12 

V 

5253231v. l  

JAN 10.2013 



Edmund Lehanka and Nellie Lehanka 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claims against 
defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY AND 
AUTOMATION, JNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WETTZ & T ,UXENBERG P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as 
successor in interest to SIEMENS 

INC. 

F I] L E D Attorney for Defendant 

JAN 10 2013 ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, 

Street -. * .,.,..- 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 3.0 2012 
5292389~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA1'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Pm 30 
j (Heitler,.J.) 

i Index No. 107940/05 
7: This Document relates to: 

ROBERT J. LOWER and GLORIA LORPER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

~ NO OPPOSI'ITON 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0 ,  SMITX WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this adion, and there being 

no opp,ositian thereto, 

OIIDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Lnc., be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. I h E D  
Dated: New ork New York /zbd//L JAN 10,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Robert J. Lorper 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Yark, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21 Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1300 (21 2) 558-5500 
File No. 1863.13187 

4841-7984-9490 1 "- 
- -  z % 
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v 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 190148/12 

Plaintif@), 

-against- 

AIR & LlQUlD SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as Successor by Merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Campany, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

f 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Coburn Miller and Diornaris 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P c  
700 Broadway 

Eileen T. Budd, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBQIS BTSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

JAN 1 0 2013 

NEW YORR 
O U N v  CLERNS OFFIcE 

SO ORDERED: 

4833-2133-6850.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH E. DUFOUR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

eys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

Pine Street, 24th Floor 
ew York. New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 115214/03 

CHARLES W. DIETRICH NO OPPOSITION SUMLIRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _  "_..-_________~---....~-~---------"-.....-~------------"---..- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs, F I L E D  
Dated: Nefiyo$q New York 

,2012 JAN 10 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heflkn Antoniou M~GOWXI, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 
0 52012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 15209/03 

JOHN G. CUNDY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE T. BIGGS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York New York 
,o/aq' ,2012 

JAN 10 2013 

1 H d n  Antoniou &Gowan, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM N. BARTON NO OPPOSITION SUMLIRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N;;,)!;f New York 
,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
E 
I 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 



1847409 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
._.. ................................................................ 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 100867/04 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0, 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 Prod p Trg a the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N f ~ T y q  New, 1;;; JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH GANISIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 Compan be and the same are hereby P I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!opq ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NOV ro2012 
I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT C. MCDONALD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
io,Jaq' ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.- 
II 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 

L E D  

Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 102012 
1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105931/2003 & 
1280 1 9/2002 

ROGER C. RUMSEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

SEGAL McCAMBRlDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) E L I 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 10 2013 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

DEC 2 0 2012 
32 1 9442 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD VOSSELER and LORFiTTA 
VOSSELER, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 128024/2002 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. A 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

Attorneys for Plainti SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defe 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER CO [ L E D  (212) 558-5500 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERIC'S "VICE 

32 1 9492 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS CARROLL and ROSETTA CARROLL, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 106364/2003 & 
100232/2003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sheny K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAF&Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Christian H, Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

850 Third Avenue, Suite ~ I L E D  1 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMP 
(212) 558-5500 

10022 

JAN 10  2013 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

321951 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

Index No.: 
In Re: NEW YOFK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LOIS AMTHOR, as Executrix fir the Estate of 
RICHARD W. AMTHOR and LOIS AMTHOR, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

I against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

73 812003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, 6.1 L 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 1 

E D  
o 2013 

3219672 DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO'EUC. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALICE BUTER4, as Executrix for the Estate of 
VERNON DEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 127886/2002 & 
102479/2003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOFlE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFUIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. - -  

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBlUDG 
SINGER & MAHONEY, 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 10 2013 

[ L E D  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

.~ 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. Shkrry K. Heitler 

32 I8926 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator 
for the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE, 11, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

tndex No.: 100727/2003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with Dreiudice and without costs. 
I "  

A 

7 

Frank Ort; 
~~ Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENB SEGAL McCAMBRIDG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

SINGER & MAHONEY,*D.I L E 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 10 2013 

10022 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

3219706 DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(E-Ieitler, .I.) 

Index No. 190508/2012 
1 %  

BERNARD SLATER and SALLY SLATER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS7 et al., 

Defendant( s). 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DEAN PUMP DIVISION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 behalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISION 

150 Broadway - Suite 600 
ew York 10038 

SO ORDERED, nF-2 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., gtd. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 -  c-" 01r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

-. - 

SO ORDERED: 
title;, J.S.C. 

DEC 192012 



WILLIAM ERNEST and GLORIA WUBBE 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S) 

INDEX NO.: 05/110157 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

V. 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et ala 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
without costs. 

Dated: New?, Ne: -Y;;i Dated: Buffalo, Ne 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants, Selby Battersby. 
& co. 
110 Pearl Street, Suite 
Buffalo, New York 14 \ L E D ;  
716-852-5875 

JAN 10 21113 

(-0UNW OL.RK'8 gm= 
SO ORDERED, tdgw YOW 



-. . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

_.___...____ " _ _ _ _ _ _  

Index No.: 11 15888-03 
EUGENE M. BREETVELD and 
THERESA BmETVELD 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as Lipe- 

Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

- ., 

B r r h  7 Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Ld 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 

NOV 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS FAUGHEY NO OPPOSITION SUML4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ntj;T;rq New York 
,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1847409 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS part 3o A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 10 2013 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _-1"--"_____--1__"---~-------r---"-------------""-----""----~--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 Hon. Sherry Kknvei t le r ,  J.S.C. 

I PATRICK O'SIJLLIVAN and CARMEL : Index No. 190180/12 
U' S ULLI V AN , 

PI ain tiffs, I 

I : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New ork 
.?O;X: zslz_ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tirc & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Phan Alvarado 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street F 1 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



. .. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____________________________l_l________-----------------~I---- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the : Index No. 1 13232/04 
1 1 1795/04 
100864/03 

Estates of RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE and 
PATRICIA CALABRESE, 

__________________-________II___________--------------"-"------ 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plainti ff(s), 

: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. IAS part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

w York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

."- 
By: 

L E D -  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 JAN 10 2013 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s) , 

"against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. part 3o 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o  k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ear Tire & Rubber 

L E D .  - 
JAN 10 2013 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 0 , l  





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
THADDEUS ZAWADZKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105768/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-elititled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 



. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HERBERT KLINDT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105764106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

752 

SO ORDERED, JAN 10 2013 

blEW W R K  
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



WILLIAM ERNEST and GLORIA WUBBE 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

V. 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, et al, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York Dated: Buffalo, New York 
J012 

LORI A. bWAC/ll>€5,E5a * 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker Chemical 

I L E D  800 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
RICHARD MIKULKA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108677/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

. .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 42 ,2012 

A@ /9z- 
w. flfl,cllqrfi4vcrC((i 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.92755 
(914) 545-7361 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 0  2013 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLE?RK'$6FFlCE 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODlJCTS CO., gt d. 
Hen, Sherry Klein Heitlcr, 

: IASPart30 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

- 

By: /2QgZ&, By: 

F I L E D  Matthew MacInt&e 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40Lh Street 
New York, New York 10018 JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



ANTHONY CHESKA, 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. Part 3o 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40Lh Street - 
New York, Nkw York 10003 New York, New York 10018 JAM 10 2013 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

NEW YORK 
Dated: New York, New York co!?Nr/ CLEWk'8 QFF/GE ; 

@ 1 9'"' 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hchfer, J.S.C. 



. 

P 1 ainti ff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOREy defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodycar Canada lnc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 couNm CLERk'S O&ICE 

264 West 40"' Street 
New Y ark, New York 1 00 1 8 NEW ~ Q R ~  

Dated: New York, New York 

5 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________________________________________-.~~~.~..............-..-.-- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100988/04 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - -  ............................................. 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
" _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . . . . . . . . . . . - . . " " . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!o/ay ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rVFW yCH;*- 
CUMIS 0FFlcE _I 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 102012 
1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 117868/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ ~ " ~ ~ ~ " ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN E. KERN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
rolacl' ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
--~.-.----.-....._--____________________~- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1794/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

GENE E. KEDING NO OPPOSITION SUMiFARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nr;,Y;-, New York 
,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  * 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
OFFICE I 

He1 Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Mc B lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
.............................. "-.--~.~.~.-~.-~~-~.~-"----.-~------~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1938/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

HARRY SADLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N~T~Y& New York 
) 2012 

n 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 10 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV IO2012 

I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HARRY P. ROBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10  2013 

NEW YORK 
P W W r r l  I- 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - - ---_ .- 

cGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

FFlCE 

NOV 102012 
I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT C. SCHASSLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 FTCEQ 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel'en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0  2012 
I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_.______.._______.._~---.-------.~---- "..------..~----...-----..---- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S .) 

Index No.: 1 17445/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
______.. .------ "."----..-"--~-..-"---"...------..----- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SANTACROCE SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMJ? 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

JAN 10 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0  

I847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES SALERNO NO OPPOSITION S JMMAR 1 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l 0 . q  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10'2013 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PAUL A. SMOLLEY SR. NO OPPOSITION JMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York New York 

io/ay ' ,2012 JAN 10 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

dant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-c- 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. 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 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
@/ad, ,2012 JAN 10 2013 

1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOMINIC SCOTT0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.-______. " _ _ _ _ _ _  r . . _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . .  "~-----..."--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10,2013 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NQV 1 o 2012 
1847409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

GEORGE R. SCHUMACHER NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

A .I .A F W K  
%#!! CLERK'S OFFICE 

Hele'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

.-. . 

SO ORDERED, 

1847409 



- .- 

I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Defendant( s ) .  
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION7 on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

1 prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

.-  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON BENCE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190502/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DEAN PUMP DIVISION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JAN lo 20'3 
NEW YCHK ET-PRO CORPORATION, on 

New York, New York 10036 COUNW CLF%K'a OFF# ehalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISION 
150 Broadway - Suite 600 

York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED, OEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW, 

Plaint i ff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: \ d q  ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

r;lEC 2 0 20121 



... . .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
____--l---__---ll__lll_____________lll X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___ll______l_l_f________ll_____lll____ 

This Document Relates to: 
Barbara Smith, as Personal 
Representative for t he  Estate ,of Francis 
J. Smith, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index N o . :  118280/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
___-l-l__-l-_l------____________I____ -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario €i DiBono Plastering 

hereby requests summary judgment i n  the above-enti 

Co. Inc. 

led case 

pursuant  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario I 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , with prejudice, and there being nl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tha t  upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claim; 

and cross  claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

I n c . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without cos S I L E [  
JAN I O  2013 

CLERK'S OFF, 
and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Inc . 
Barbara S m i t h ,  as Personal Mario & DiBano Plastering Co. 
Representative for the E s t a t e  
of Francis J* S m i t h  44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, N e w  

So Ordered: 

E 



, .: I , . :  . .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_--____--_____--_____f l______l___l____ X 
IN ,RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 116466/03 
Char l e s  Salerno, 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - I I _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - -  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -  

Plaintiff, 
- against  - 

A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  e t  al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. / I  

Defendants. 
_ - f _ _ _ _ l l _ - l _ - - _ _ f f - _ - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled caae, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sect ion  53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plas t e r ing  Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBona Plas t e r ing  Ca. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o u t  cos W L E ~  
Dated: New York, New York 

E 

JAN 10 2013 1 
/--- 

‘“Attoruys for Plaintiff 
Char1  es S a l  erno 

b t o r n e y s  for  Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc . 
New York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  44  Wall Street 

00 
: 10924-2657 

New York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 5  

So Ordered: 
& w K .  Heitler 

(212) 732-20 
Our F i l e  No. 

DEC 2 0 2012 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
- X  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
James Murphy, as Executor of the Estate 
of Donald K. Murphy, 

l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - l l l _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 104385/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono P 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JAN 1 o 2013 Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
James Murphy, as Executor of Mario  & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
the Estate of Donald K. Murphy Inc. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 44 Wall Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005 

Our File No.: 10924-6648 
( 2 1 2 )  7 3 2 - 2 0 0 0  

DEC 2 0 ZO!? So Ordered: 



.-. 

- SOPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN and JUDITH A. FREEMAN, 
i Index NO. 100867/04 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 5 321 2, 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 Yark, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEwis BRISBOIS RISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 

Robert D. Freeman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York,NY 10003 F I L, E D 
File No. 1863.7849 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLEFIK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK couNn 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 
LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of CHESTER PIETROWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, et. al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121390/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Xnc., individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Cad, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules lj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Pcerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudicc in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same arc hcreby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Brendan 9, Tuily, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorraine Pictrowski, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of Chester Pietrowski 
LEVY PHIl,Ll13S & KONIGSHEKG, I,LP 
800 Third Avenue 1 I"' Floor 

Attorney for Defendant 
Pecrless Jndustrics, Inc. 
L,r.:wis BRISUOH BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 F I L E 5  
SO ORDERED, JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

4828*720&2989.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PASQUALE SCIALDONE, 

Plaintiff 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
a l a ,  

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 1594/03 
112197/03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHIEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

/c-. 
F I L E D !  Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMERLDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

- 8  

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

3160510 



SUPREME COURT OF THJ3 STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. .  , . .  , ' I  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD N. RUBIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defmdants. 

Index No.: 190451/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby rcqucsts Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice T,aw and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New,York 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLdin 
C212) 558-5500 

> 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



..- , 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 113056/06 

I ..ELI 3. SEGAL, 

- against - 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

WEE-MCLIUN, et al., 

.* -+ Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEL-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, 

OFtDERED, 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. 

- +-- 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
546 FlFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR 

(888) 808-0428 F I L E D  --'New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

4 JAN 10 2013 -7500 

NEW YORU SO ORDERED, -- 

cauNn CLERK'$ OFFICE 
, -- 



TMc:CCljpk) 
11/8/12 

S U P E M E  COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

- - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ,  

i INDEXNO. 
: 109923/04 
/ ASSIGNED TO: 
I HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - -  ................................................ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD M. NAGLE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I 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 32 12, 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 
~ o m k w f b , 2 8 1 2 -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway JAN 10 2013 Consolidated Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 

York, Inc. 
NEW YOAK 4 Irving Place 

FFICE New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4249-04 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1011 5/12 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIK THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

-.. ..........__I l_ll__......_...........~.~.~~~~ 

_ _ _ _  ..................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS R. NOLAN 

INDEX NO, 
1 08 1 W 0 6  
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Fdison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are liereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nfiw York, Ncw York 

Consolidwd Edison Company of New 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 JAN 10 2013 York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Om File No. 
S-4086-06 

DEC 2 02012 



. TMcCCCjpk) 
10/5/12 

IN RE NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK O'SULLIVAN 

INDEX NO. 
11 1488198 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant ConsoIidated 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 dcfendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Tnc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Npw York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys forplaintiff 
700 Broadway of New 

BABINECZ, ESQ. 
I L E D 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place JAN 10 2013 

York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No. 
S-5019-98 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
11/29/12 I 

I WHEREFOW, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

IN RE NEW YOlcK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

~ 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

~ and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

ALAN ZELENKA 

INDEX NO, 
190428/09 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I Attorney foyDefmdant 
I' JAN 10 2013 Consolidddd Edison Company of New 

Yark, Inc, 
4 Irving Place NEW YQRK s OFME York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4009- 10 

DEC 2 0 2012 



WHENAS,  Defendant CONSOLIDATED EDISON OF NEW YORK (''CON ED"), requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against CON ED, 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 

CON ED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintif 

NEW YORK 
COUNR CLERKS OFFICE 

0020304 I ,  WPD DEC 2 0 201a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106359/2003 & 
100234/2003 

RONALD HOEFT, 

- against - 

. ..-. - 

Plaintiffs, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

3219523 

WHEREFORF,, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. F I L E D  
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

Attorneys for Plainti SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. JAbl 10 2013 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 COIJN”tY CLERKt$ OFFICE 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, BEG 2 0 2012 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 118136/1998 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler LORETTA DEVITA, as Administratix for the 

ESTATE OF EDWARD DEVITA, and LORETTA 
DEVITA, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

1 Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
ILED 

JAN 10 2013 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY COUN 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

NEW YDRK 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I 
York, NY 10022 

DEC 2 0 2012 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

321 871 9 



I ,  I ,  < ' I : ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

. .  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Index No.: 190240/10 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SALVATORE QUATTROCCHI, 

Plaintiff 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
d.3 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hun. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHF,REFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

-L Katrina SEGAL M. McCAMBRIDGE Murphy, Esq. - F I L E D *  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 NEW YORK 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant JAN 10 2013 \ 

10022 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO OmERED, 

3 130022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190425A 1 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARION MOULTRE, 

Plaintiff 

against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A B .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
d.Y 

Defendants. 

I.A,S. Part 30 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFOW, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

/<-.. , 

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, &.I L E D 

700 Broadway Attorneys far Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 HaB. FULLER COMPANY JAN 10 2013 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

3130022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANN M. SORRENTLNQ~ Bwsonal Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH M’SOltRENTINO and ANN 
M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

I against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 3 612004 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBE SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York. New York 10003 

JAN 10 2013 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 
New York, NY 10022 

1 

DEC 2 0 2012 

321 87 19 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Inwx No,: 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY DAVIDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants* 

5212 
102362/2003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without &d$'tG': 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

11.13. FULLER COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXEN SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Avenue, Suite 110 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNfl/ CLERK'S OFFICE 

3218719 



JOHN H. MCGINNIS, and JEAN MCGINNIS, 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

Dlo; -tiff : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

I l U l l l L I l A ,  

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaictiff 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 
-. 

By: K f h  - 
Jeknife; T. Childs 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1 001 8 

JAN 1 o 2013 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

NYCAL 

Index No. : 1 1 1496/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N e  York //,ti.+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 10 2013 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__"_-___________________________________--------~----------"---- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

________lr-_____________ll_r______l_____------------------------ X 
DAVID PROULX, as Administrator for the 
Estate of EDMUND J. PROULX, and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
MARGARET M. PROULX, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 11 1626/03 
105 169/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N York 
lI9QVTL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorn* f a &  

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



4L 

FRANK PECCI, : Index Nos.: 11 1622103 
1 13499/03 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

Defendants. : IASPart30 
____II________________1_______11____1___-----~------------_--"-- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New ork 
l , ( h [ / ? Z  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10018 
(212) 302-2400 

JAN 10 2013 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
1 

Qtc 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as the Executrix 
ofthe Estate of CHESTER PIETROWSKI, 

V. 

NYCAL 

No Opposition 
Summary Judgment 
Motion and Order 

Index No,: 03-121390 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant, Selby Battersby 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floo 

- 1 4 2 o P  I L E D.  2 12-605-6200 

SO ORDERED, JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLEhK'B OFPICE 



WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSRY & COMPANY, hereby rcqucsts 

summary judgnierit in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against I l e h d a n t  SELBY BATIERSBY & COMPANY 

only with prcjudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon imticc to all ca-l)efendanls, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant SELBY BA'T'L'KKSRY & COMPANY be aid the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice without costs. 

D 
Attorneys fbr Plaintiff 
800 l'hird Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
Telephonc No.: 2 12-605-6200 

NEW YORK 
4202 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113686/2004 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANNE M. BARRETTA, as personal representative 
for the estate of ANTHONY BARRETTA and ANNE 
M. BARRETTA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without coats. 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2813 

1 
Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEEAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attameys for Defendant NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CL€RKS OFFICE 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

321 87 19 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113686/2004 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOYCE SCHASSLE&as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT C'SCHASSLER and JOYCE 
S CHAS SLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the s m e  are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without ccqts. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGALMcCAMBRIDGE F I 

I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway Attarneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTh 

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY JAN 50 2013 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 
DEc 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LYNN FORZIATI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM ALFREN and LYNN FORZIATI, as 
Executrix for the Estate of GERTRUDE ALFRF!N, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 110257/2004 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER CQMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without ~ofds. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 

SINGER & IMAWONEY, LTD. 
WEITZ & LUXEN SEGALMcCAMBRIDGE F I L E I) 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY JAN 1.0 2013 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 NEW YORK 

CoUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

321 87 19 
DEC 2 o 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 110257/2004 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler MARION S. BROADWAY, as Personal 

Representative for the Estate of MARION 
BROADWAY, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHERFFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPAW, be ar;ld the s w e  are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without ,GO@. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
F I L E D -  Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

JAN 10 2013 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 (21 2) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

3218719 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES W. MCDONALD, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102171/2003 & 
1 278 8 7/2002 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L \ L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 Ahfi New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 2013 

3219037 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH and LOIS RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 10593 1/2003 & 
128019/2002 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newlxork ew York 4 
stian H. Gannon, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

L SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

P i L E D  Attorneys for PlaintifKs) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

013 

SO ORDERED, / 
Hon. ShGfK. #eitler 

3219442 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KOCKLER, FRANK L., as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of GENEVIEVE KOCKLER and 
FRANK L. KOCKLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 105592/2005 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER . " C O M P w y  _. :I-. , . @$;&he 1; I ,  r i ,  same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs,- 
* -  

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. I L E D  
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Plahtifqs) SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. JAN 10 2013 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YOAK 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 COUNn 

0022 BI"P,BE (212) 558-5500 

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105595/2005 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAX Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler DONATO, NUNZIO, as Administrator for the Estate 

of SARAH DONATO and NUNZIO DONATO, 
Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and withoutmsts. 

I L E D  
Christian H. Gmon,  Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE JAN 10 2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 H B  FULLER COMPANY COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
. New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105245/2006 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DORIA, ANNE MARIE, as Administratix for the 
Estate of CHARLES DORIA, and ANNE MARIE 
DORIA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
--- ‘Cork 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 75 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMERIDGE 
SINGER & MAXONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H*B, FULLER COMPANY 

1212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 e 
1 New York, NY 10022 

- A  I. 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 

r 

JAN 10 2913 



. .. .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARTHUR BJONNES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al,, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104391/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOTUE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: 

Phan Xlvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

JAN 10 2013 



COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 119386/00 

HENRY J. ALLEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: \ L  \ G\ ,2012 
New York, New York F I L E D  

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YQRK Jenn fer L. Budner, Esq. 
S E G u  IVMXMBRIDGE C Q U N ~  ClJli#K'$ OFFICE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

Index No.: 102346/2005 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler MURRAY, MILDRER, W ~ i d d l y  and as 

Administratrix for fie-+of EDWIN MURRAY, 

Plaintiffs , NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summaryjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COIylPAw, be \. * qnq * ,the L I Z *  same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
* -  

Dated: NewAcgk, New York A A 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGALMcCAMBRIDGE JAN 1 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT . WEITZ & LUXENBE 

Attorneys for PlaintifRs) 
Attorneys for Defendant 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 0 2012 
321 87 19 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BOMURA, FRANK and BOMURA, 
* I  

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 116141/2005 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be ari8: t& same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 
- -  

ChristianH.Gannon,Esq. fI L E D 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

JAN 10 2013 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 8SO Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEW YORK 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 CWNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 

SO ORDERED, 

3218719 DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. *."" 
WILLIAMS, SAMUEL 

. ," 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 103409/2006 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMLPANY, be @%I; && same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated New,& New york 
- -  

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Rrnadwav Attorneys forDefendant I , - - 

- -d  . - - - - - - - . . 
New York. New York 10003 H.B.FULLERCOMPANY 1 L e p1 - - - -  - .- .. - ---- 
(212) 558-;500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 fll P$w York, NY 10022 

2)651-7500 JAN 10 2013 

SO ORDERED, 
. Heitler 

3218719 

GUUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 104859/2005 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler CLIFFORD, MAUREEN M., AND GARY S. 

CLIFFORD, as Co-Executors for the ESTATE OF 
JOHN THOMAS CLIFFORD, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

De fendant s . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER CO&Q'W;  ~4 same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. . 
- I  

SEGAL, McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B, FULLER COMPANY 
Attorneys for Defendant JAN 10 2913 

321 87 19 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NNV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

W T E  202 
~ HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO eox 480 

mi WILTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KATHLEEN A. DENARDO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD B. PRENTICE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 101281/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:II lagllaew York, New York . .. . 

MELISSA BARRELLA; E ~ Q .  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Kathleen A. Denardo, as 

WEITZ & L ~ E N B E R G ,  P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

Estate of Donald B. Prentice, 
700 Broadway - 

New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED: 

t- 

F I L E  
SO ORDERED: JAN 10 201 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY OLEHK'8 OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

WILLIAM M. WILCOX, SR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100307/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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: ,2012 

Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105764/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HERBERT KLINDT, 

Plaint iff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wed-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 110 

New York, NY 10022 
JAN 10 2013 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100867/04 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFWD, 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. 

I L E D  SEGAL McCdIVkB 
SINGER & M 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN l o  2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 226830/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

._ ~ _ _ _ _ _  

FRANCIS MARINO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOIRE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F 
Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq. 

I L E D ;  
JAN 10 2013 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

dk MAHONEY, V & N n  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 0 2012 



HORQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Nd 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 10464506 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VINCENT D. PISTONE and DIERDRE PISTONE, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Vincent D. Pistone and Deirdre Piston 

New York, NY 10003 

CB-BARN-26 

. - . ... . 



HOAGLAND, LOW0 
MORAN, WNST 8 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD F. KELTY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-104397 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED:!2-?/2New York 

C 

ASHWTH TRASI, @SQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

DANA M. NORTHCRAW ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
GERALD F. KELTY 

New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105596/2005 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHAMIDES, GRACE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH CHAMIDES and GRACE CHAMIDES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

~ I L E D  
Christian H. Gmon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

3218719 



. +.. I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 113056/06 

..ELI J. SEGAL, 

Plaintiff(s), 

I 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

..* Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
* 1 n 

5 !opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

j Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
F I L E D  

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

. .. . 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW B R U N W ,  NJ 

SOUlH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of GUSTAVE A. BENSON, 

against 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 13471 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thf 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant , 
<oh le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 0 2012 



RECEIVED 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., ELECTROLUX HOME 
PRODUCTS, INC., Individually and as successor 
To Tappan and Copes-Vulcan, et al 

Index No.: 190361/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defend ants. 
X --1_-111--___-1---___1--1------11----.1--"----"----------- 

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 plaintiffs 

Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross 

White PI ins, New York 
D a t e b 4 2 0 1 2 /  

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

/ 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges, Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Electrolux Home Products. Inc.. 
Individually and as successor to T 
and Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street. Sui 
White Plains, NY '1 0601 

Fax: 91 4-385-6060 
Tell 914-385-6000 JAN 10 2013 

So Ordered: 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



against - 

Index No.: I90361112 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

Plain tiff, 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., SPIRAX SARCO, INC.,et a1 
MOTION 

Defendants. 
X _____-11--____-"1-__1____1--11------------------------"--~---"--------"---~---- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

SARCO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

Dated: White Plains New York 

3-- l I  129,2012 

Bcan Belasky, Esq. CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Belluck & Fox, LLP Hodges, Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh FI SPIRAX SARCO, INC. 
New York, New York 10036 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
(212) 681-1575 White Plains, NY 10 1 

Tel: 914-385-6000 f? I L E D 
Fax: 914-385-6060 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1. 

NYCAL 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plain tiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC., 

- -  . 

Defendants. 

_ _  
Index No. 190336/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc., (hereafter “Viking”) hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
November 7,201 2 

n 4  /1 

WEXTZ & LUXENBER , P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY. LLC 
700 Broadway 7 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintgs 
Donald M. Taylor, et al, 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
~ewYork ,NewYork  1 0 0 3 F  1 L E D 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Viking Pump, Inc. JAN 10 2013 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: lndex No. 100918/03 

RONALD J. BOCHNIASZ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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, 
- , L U l L  

Altorneys. fbr Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaint@ / / 
Ronald J.  Bochniasz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
itler Hon. Sher-1-le 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND and HANNAH 
HAMMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

'2003 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOFE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewXpr! 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

-- 
Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 

(212) 651-7500 

COUNTY CIERK'gl %)PI"I& - 

3219681 DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105543/2006 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

REILLY, JAMES AND BEVERLY F. REILLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry R. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER C.QMPWa*,b@\&&&e same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
* -  

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & U O m Y ,  LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H,B, FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 \ L E D  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 10 2OI3 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
cou~ry  CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190509l2012 
’. 

THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. HELLWIG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant( s). 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

rney for Defendant 
T-PRO CORPORATION, on 

behalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISION 

Attorney for Plaintiff NEW YBRK 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

150 Brmsd-way - Suite 600 
York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED, DFC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK DELISE, 
Plaintiff($), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190156-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Q& ~ d l k  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 JAN 10 2013 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOlRK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LUCENTE, 
Plaintiff( s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190104-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

I L E D  
Attorneys far Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 

(212) 227-7878 
JAN 10 2013 

(212) 558-5500 

-" NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 0 2o12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 0 19 13/2005 

I.A,S. Part 30 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler BARR, DONALD H. 11, as Personal Representative 

for the Estate of DONALD H. BARR and DONNA 
B, BARR, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND OFCOER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. . 
- I  

Dated: Nesy&ck, New York A A 

Christi: rn H. Gannon, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WELT2 & LUXENBE1 Emk SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 a 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

I L E D -  
JAN 10 2013 

COUNTY OLLRK'I OFFICE - 
SO ORDERED, l+dEWYeSffK 

3218719 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190376/11 , 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT MARCHESONA AND RITA 
MARCHESONA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

~ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et af. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

a 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681i1575 
/’ 

SO ORDERED, TWG NOV 2 9 2012 

454-12591 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA 
MARCHESONA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190376/11 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. : 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC f/k/a Zurn 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and wi F I L E D  out os 4 
,2012 JAN 1 o ,2013 

\/n4K 7 = U f u  Y LLEh+K‘S OFFICE 

. ook,Esq. i 
g c , C o n a  

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, LLC f/Wa Zurn Industries, Inc. Robert Marchesona and it 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4t” Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 

K e w W  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

535-1 DY 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS J. SMITH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118280-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P e p  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys fo- Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

c 2 0 2012 



~- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 
!OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY SIRICO, 
Plaintiff($), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119780-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

F I L E D  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFW 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT SCHASSLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118346-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
Cf&#lCfiERK'S OFFICE 

ON, Mc 
Attorneys f o r E  Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(21 2) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SANTACROCE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT$, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.$. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 117445-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

,.". 
Giovanni Re ina, q. NEW YQaK 
WATERS, &"&SON, McI&?%@H(!%ERK'B OFFICE 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YO= CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL SMOLLEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 121252-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McNEILL, P.C, 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

2 0 20Q 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY 0. THOMPSON, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(NON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110245-04; 11 1642-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

McNEILL, P.C. 

F I L E D  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 JAN 10 2013 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY KNEISEL, 
Plaintiff($), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190080-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

I L E D  
Q 3 $ 7 . . 4 - .  \ ( 2 - 4 1  1I.r JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

nn', 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



536.18202/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

THOMAS F. COYNE, Deceased, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 107732 /04  

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATICN, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Unit 

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to requests summary judgment in the 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

-rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

s a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

?RANK M. ORTIZ, \ 
JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ittorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY C E W S k ’  
‘00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew Y o r k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
, P . O .  Box 438 

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherv Klein He! tler 

DEC 2 0 2012 



536.18150/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

GEFLALD H. CAUGHELL, SR., 
Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 0 5 6 0 2 / 0 4  

(September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
T r i a l  Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMWARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 

and without costs. same are hereby dismissed wit 

East 

1 W U U I !  WEITZ & LUXENBERG GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

e, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

0 2012 



536.18658/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOSEPH L. CULLENS, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 1 3 4 7 3 / 0 4  

Plaintiff, : (September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
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 plaintifl'ls 

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 w p r b u E e Qd without costs. 

FRANK M. OR?riZd 
WEITZ & L U X E N B ~  GARRITY , GkAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintrff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GAYLE C. CALLEGARI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190152-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

D 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 102 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



536.19040/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

TOMAS MALDONADO, JR., Deceased, : Index No.: 101375/05  

Plaintiff, : (September 2 0 1 2  Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700  Broadway AttorLeys f o r  Defendant , 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
1 P . O .  BOX 4 3 8  

er, New Jersey 07936  

SO ORDERED, 



536.18353/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry K sin Heitler) 

EDWARD M. NAGLE, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 9 9 2 3 / 0 4  

Plaintiff, : (September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
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 t h e  

same are hereby dismisse and without cos ts .  

, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaint & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaint & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 



536.18366/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOSEPH A. STORTINI, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 8 9 2 1 / 0 4  

Plaintiff, : (September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, heredy 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

2ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

3ame are hereby dismiss ~ttp6.B. and without costs. 
I 

JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ittorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
- 0 .  Box 438  

er, New Jersey 07936 

10 ORDERED, 

20lZ 



536.18231/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

RICHARD ARTHUR WILSON, Deceased,: Index No.: 1 0 7 3 2 8 / 0 4  

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

: (September 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
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 

irossclairns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

and without cos ts .  

3ast Hanov 

rJEITZ & LUXENBERG OUNV 
Zttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Qew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

e5,New Jersey 07936 

EC 2 0 2019 
SO ORDERED, 

in Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102346/2005 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler FITZGERALD, BETTIEL as Executrix for the 

Estate of JOSEPH FRRW€&FITZGERALD, and 
BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be a ~ d  t& same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. - -  
Dated: NewZqJrk, Nev 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER - SEGAL,McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 10 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMP 

New York, NY 10022 
T d L E D  

JAN 10 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

3218719 DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES SALERNO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 116466-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DEI Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

F I  I ,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 JAN 10 2013 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SON, McNEILL PbC. I 

I = -  233 Broadway 
E 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLEFIK'8 OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
2 0 2012 



. '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY D. SADLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1938-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs E 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JAN 10 2013 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
NEW Y%aRo6 

COUNTY CLERK'$ OFFICE 

SO ORDEED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT SCOTTO, as Administrator for the : 
Estate of DOMINIC SCOTTO and JENNIE 
SCOTTO, Individually, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1 18094-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

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, 

ORDEmD, 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: I /a D m b w  / E z b i ~  
- #  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

K& GATESLLP 
At rneys for Defendant JAN 10 2013 
C k NECO. 

- H o h $ # V  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL --------l---------_-______________l__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 111778/04 
Elisabeth S. McDonald, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of Robert 
C. McDonald, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario l 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n( 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claim$ 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New 
\a \  (3 

&s for Defendant 
D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eli sabe th  S . McDonald, 
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Executrix Inc. 
f o r  the Estate of Robert C. 44  Wall Street 
McDonald New York 10005 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 100 i1e No.: 10924-1 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Agatha P. Biggs, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of George 
T. Biggs, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 117704/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X ________- - - - - - - - - - -_______________ I__  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Ca. 

-Xnc, 7 be-dismigsed w i t h  prejudice and without  costs. 

Dated: New Yof;ki I$ew$o 

lastering Co. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Aga tha  P . Biggs, I n d i  viW!d 
and as Administratrix f o r  the Inc. 
E s t a t e  of George T. Biggs 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

u r  File No.: 10924-2697 

So Ordered: 
DEC 2 0 208 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

D- 
as Successor in Inte 

- 
ertson, New York l15(#N 2013 

(516) 294-5433 



BARBARA MARANO and NUNZIANTE 
MARANO, 

' NVCAL : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

Index No(s).: 190347- 12 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) ORDER ABB, INC., as successor in interest to ITE 

CIRCUIT BREAKERS, INC., et a!., 

Defendants. 
X __~--.._____________------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, divrnisving 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice IO all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, md the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

s for Defendant 

New Vark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

NYCA 

Index Nos.: 126934/02 
1043 85/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40h Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108752/99 

106649/02 

JAMES MCKINNEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

VEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: b kae/ 7 ,2012 
New York, New York 

--WID-J WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, @@Y,=Q, P.C. ] L E D .  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant JAN 10 2013 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEW YORK 

10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No,: 117420/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 110183/00 

IRVING BERNSTEIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEMFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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-McLah be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Ql lc1  ,2012 
?&?w York, New Ymk 

F I L E D  
JAN l o  2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, E. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, T 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 Suite 1100 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

SEGW McCAMBIUDG 

22 

i /,J$\& SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106872/99 

FRANK J. DENARO, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: dlh ,2012 
New Ymk, New York 

ene N. Megerian, sq 
SEGAL McCAMB E 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHO~EY, LTD 
Attorneys forDefendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

I L E D 
JAN 10 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 192018 



I' SUPREME ' COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COWOR4TION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWiIP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-__ -- 
1-- - - " -  - - - _- -. 

F b w  
Lenore E. Benesserasq  
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

F I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, New York 10022 JAN 10 2013 

NEW VQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 9 20121 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Index No.: 106369/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah 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: \ 2 - \ \ -3  ,2012 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 10 2013 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
DEC 1920124 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM J. REGAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 
- .-. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 1 1795104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

SINGER & M 

I L E D  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY GLi%K'8 OFFICE 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

Index No.: 190026/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, 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 York. NY F I L E D  : D - d e '  y: z O I L  

JAN 10 2013 
1 
Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ dk LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW yo86a t r ina  Murphy, 
C O U N ~  CLERK~~SB%GE McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 19 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190154/12 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, MC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant ta Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, 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. 

Christian H. Gannon, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE STNGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1  F I L E D  700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 York 10022 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YOWK 
COUNTY QLERB’I OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 9  2012 



Index No.: 11 1218/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES BAIRD, 

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 32 12, 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, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 2 lw ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBE F I L E D  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

ER & MAHON 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defend JAN l e  2013 

NFW YQR# 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s) , 
-against- 

Index No.: 190148/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMET 
MOTION AND ORDEE 

AIR 62 LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION et. al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter ' 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, purs. 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint again: 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with p 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New.York. New York 
3 ' ,2012 

- w +------- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

/ SEGAL MCCAMRRIDGE E 

I & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 111 
New York, New York 1002: 
(2 12) 6s 1-7500 

SO ORDERED,. 
CC 



Index No.: 19041 1/11 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
I h i .  Shmy K .  I I e i k  

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 32 12, 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 

Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW Y C w  & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000$ 
(212)558-5500 3 /  New York, New York 10022 

ouNfl CLERKS OFFICE Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 192012 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

AlK & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. a1.l 

Index No.: 190435/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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 32 12, 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 York, New Yo& . . .- . .-  FILE^?^^ 
JAN 10 2013 Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW YORK & MAHONEY, LTD, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 rk, New York 10022 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFhOWeYs for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



J' 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., gt d., 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, 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,Y k ew York qqrz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

r 

By: By : 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40'" Street 
New York, New York 1001 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sllda The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/hia B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F I L E D  

- 
JAN 10 2013 

NEWY’ORK . 
COUN”Y CLERK’S OFFICE - 

BY: q&w BY: 
WEIT? & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Patr:ckJ.D@ 0 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 

Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
Patti L. Burshtyn, Esq. (609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
DEC 192012 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

Plaintiff(s), 128244/95 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

V "  New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264Wesi 40th Street 
New York, New York 10 
(21 2) 302-2400 E 

Dated: New York, New York 

D 



Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
. 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. : Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(2 12) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 JAN 10'2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
DEC 19 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANTHONY CHESKA, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Guodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
JAN 10 2013 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 19 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyea Tire & Rubber Comptuiy mid Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request swnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyem Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

= 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

F I L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New Yo& New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 10 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 1 9 2 0 ~ ~  



LORETTA SCIALDONE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part30 . 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York /$ #4f 10- 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys far Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. I 

I 
By: 

Jenkfer?. Childs 

F I L E  264 West 40th Street 
New York, New Yark 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
JAN 10 2013 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105596/05, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GRACE CHAMIDES, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH CHAMIDES, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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: N w York N w York 
&L,zbJ? 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. I L E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Chamides, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

JAN 10 2013 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

1122-766 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

c A H m T Y ,  DEMERS & McMANUS 

f=I L E D 
ys for Defendant 

HOLDINGS, 
as Successor in Interest to , 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ________-_- - I_____________________I__  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Donnamae Barton, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of William N. 
Barton, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 2 9 0 0 / 0 4  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario S 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs I L E t  

rneys for Plain 
nnamae Bar ton ,  In 

and as Execu trixr 
of William N. Barton  44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th F1 w York, New York 10005 

Our File No.: 10924-3895 
New York, New York 12) 732-2000 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X ________--__I__________l_____ll______ 

This Document Relates to: 
Joyce Schassler, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Robert C. 
Schassler, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 118346/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _l_------_______________llll_________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario t 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimf 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs .  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  

of Robert C .  S c h a s s l e r  44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 1 F JEW lORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Patricia A .  Lowden, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Patrick W. 
Lowden, Jr . , 

-X ___--___________--____________l______ 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 1 3 5 7 / 0 4  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _______- - I________________I I_________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co.  Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 

Xnc. 
44 Wall Street 
New York, New York 10005 

I& NO.: 10924-3351 

P a t r i c i a  A. Lowden Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
Individually and as Executrix 
fo r  the Estate of P a t r i c k  W. 
Lowden, Jr. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 1000 

So Ordered: 

2 )  7 3 2 - 2 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_-- l________- l__________l__________l_ -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________________ I -____________ I______  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Paul A. Smolley, Sr. (Deceased), 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co.,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 121252/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Street 

New York, New York 10005 

NO.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 3 2 0 8  

So Ordered: 



. . .. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X ___________- I_______________I________ 

This Document Relates to: 
Michelle McGrann, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of Joseph G. Dufour, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 115705/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREf defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim$ 

and 

Inc 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

, be dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  
-. 

New York, New York JAN 10 2013 
- 

Richmond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff rneys for Defendant 
Mi chell e McGrann, as o & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
Administratrix for the Estate Inc. 
of Joseph G. Dufour 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor yew York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 100 

File No.: 10924-2646 

EC 2 0 2012 So Ordered: 



Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ELECTROLUX 
HOME PRODUCTS, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan, et al 

Defend ants. 
X ---__rrrrl-_-________--------rrrrrr-----------------------------_-------"--" 

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 

plaintiffs 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 defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 2Lc CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 

Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 

ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

_______I___________-______________I__  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 116466/03 
Charles Salerno, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JTJDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

.f..L E D ~ 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

uxenberg , P . C . 
f o r  Plaintiff 

Char1 es Sal erno 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 4 4  Wall Street 

New York, New York 10005 

Our File No.: 10924-2657 
(212 )  7 3 2 - 2 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Barbara Smith, as Personal 
Representative f o r  the Estate of Francis 
J. Smith, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co. ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 1 8 2 8 0 / 0 3  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _--_-- I_____________--------- - -______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.  

JAN J 0 2013 
>-- 

Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  

Representative f o r  the Estate Inc. 
of Francis J. S m i t h  44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor ork, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 



NY CAL 
I . A . S .  P a r t  30 
(Judge H e i t l e r )  

Index No,: 100988/04 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto,  

ll 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 
sUMHARY3pDGMENT I 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendants. 

I 
and cross claims against defendant: Mario & D i B o n o  P las te r ing  Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without  cost 

Dated: New York, New York 
l S l ( T  

7ze & 
Matthew T .  MacIntyA, E s q .  
'Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  

Y o s k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 5  
j -  732-2000 

f File No,: 10924-3694 

So Ordered: 

I 1  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

RK 

-X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ - - -  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Robert D. Freeman and Judith Freeman, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 0 8 6 7 / 0 4  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment .in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

[ L E I  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

rk, New York 

Robert D. Freeman and J u d i t h  Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
Freeman m c  * 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 44 Wall Street 
New York, New York 100 , New York 10005 

NO.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 3 3 5 4  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,, 
Individually and as successor to Tappan 
and Copes-Vulcan, et al 

Index No.: 190360/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defend ants. 
X _____--11*_1___--1_-________11------------"-----------~----"-"-~-----------1---- 

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 

plaintiffs 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 defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges, Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,, 
Individually and as successor to Tappan 
a n d Cop e s -Vu I ca n 
55 Church Street, Suite 2-fE I L E D 
White Plains, NY 10601 

el: 914-385-6000 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
So Ordered: COUNTY CLERK'S OFICE 



RECEIVED 

DEC L'd 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ___1_--------1------ll_ll____l_l_1____r_l--------------"-----------~l----_ 

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE, 
Index No.: 190360/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
I against - SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Plaint iff, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., SPIRAX 
SARCO, INC.,et al 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

SARCO, INC., 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, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Hodges, Walsh d Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC. 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 

Fax: 914-385-6060 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Tell 914-385-6000 
F 1 L E D 

JAN 10 2013 
J.S.C. 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

So Ordered: 



Plaint iff s , 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against- SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., SPIRAX SARCO, 
INC., Individually and as successor to SARCO 
COMPANY, et al 

Defendants. 
X -----------_-___"---1____111_1__________--"--------~~"------------------ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 

successor to Sarco Company, (hereinafter "SPIRAX SARCO") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, 

SPIRAX SARCO, INC., 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, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

/ 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 

SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
successor to Sarco Company 

6 6  
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

So Ordered: 

NJnN yoyPrTc€ 
cr\\ Ib1-W cwJ4 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
- -_____r_ -__ l - - - -__ -_r r____ l____________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190202/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

___ l r___ l__ - - - -_____________________f l r_ -  x 
This Document Relates To: 

Anthony Gogolski and Meredith Gogolski 

_ l_ l l________- - - -____ l_r________________-  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 defendants CONWED CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CONWED CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: QeL 14, %+ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 07415.00136 

JAN lo 2013 
NE\P' YGr't  

~PLJNTY cLki ti'"" ?FPlCE 

lIEC 2 02012 
5302952~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LEONID M, LIBERMAN and DINA 
LTBERMAN, : NYCAL 

: T.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

: Index No(s).: 190057-12 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

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: \ 21 \Ti & 
New Yor , New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. Z j L L F - F I L E D  
eys for Defendant 

JAN 10 2013 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO O R D E E D ,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X -_----r_l__ll__*____-----"------.~-~-"-------~-----*------------. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

JERRY M. EBANKS and BONNIE EBANKS, 

X _______rl"_r__-"."-lcll__________l_rl__*"~.~---------~.----""---- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Won. Sherry Kk in  Heitler) 

P lain t iff( s) , : Index No(s).: 190382-12 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR 9c LIQUID SYSTEPJIS CORPORATION, as : 
siicccssor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et : 
al., 

Defendants. 
-----------------------------------------------------------------x 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEINMAN, an unincorporated trade name of Crane Pumps 

& Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Weinman Punp & Supply Co.) hereby requests summary 

juclgmetit in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

disniissiiig plaintiffs' complaint against defendant WEINMAN with prejudice, and there being 

110 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

de fendm WEINMAN be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dnted: dg!w F I L E D Ne\v York, New York 
e 

q a u -  r JAN 10 2013 Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff(s) NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 
(2 13) 558-5SOO 

700 Broadway COUNlY CLERK'S QFFtCE 
name of Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

JERRY M. EBANKS and BONNIE EBANKS, 

"________-_________-----_--.------"~"-_._---"---"""--.--------"-- X 

"________l"""__r_____------I----------------"--_-__-------**___.---- X 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 190382-12 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFlDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et : 
id,, 

~ 

Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against named defendant Jenkins 

Valves, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

iiamed defe'endnnt Jenkiiis Valves, Inc. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 
D ~ W  \q \?! \L F 1 L E D 

New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 358-5500 ork, NY 10022-6030 



HENRIETTA BARRY, as Executrix for the Estate : hTV,+, 

sed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

~ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

I New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I Y  1 LAL 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

of HOWARD J. BARRY, and HENRIETTA 
BARRY, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC* et al., 

: Index No: 190255-09 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, 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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NICHOLAS E, SCUNZIANO, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of HARRY P. 
ROBER and HELEN M. ROBER, Individually, : I.A,S, Part 3o : NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 101653-04 

Plaintiff( s), 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS C'O., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X -__rr_ll____l"------___________________I----------------- 

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. 
Decmbev it j~diz =z- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _  -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

This Document Relates to: Index No 
James Santacroce Sr. and Beverly 
Santacroce, 

- X  ___--_---_______________l____lll_____ 

Part 30 
He1 t ler) 

: 1 1 7 4 4 5 / 0 3  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co. , et al. , MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ L E Fstin!M. T F  
ullen and Dy man LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
James S a n t a c r o c e  S r .  andjpN 10 2013Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 

7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 100 (&fic~ErRI(@ ew York, New York 10005 

Beverly S a n t a c r o c e  Inc. 
N~wyORK@,&ll  Street 

. :  1 0 9 2 4 - 2 6 3 7  

S o  Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE1 Y 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _______--______________l____________l 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X __________ll l_________________II_____ 

This Document Relates to: 
John G. Cundy, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 115209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 10 2013 
, 2012 

UNTY CLERK'88FFI 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John G. Cundy Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
700  Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003  44  Wall Street 

. .  1 0 9 2 4 - 2 5 7 3  

So Ordered: 



0 RI  GIN AL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~~~ ~- _ _ _ _  _ _  - - _ - -. .. . . . 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN CATALFAMO 

NYCAL 

(J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190313-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFLDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Joseph Catalfamo was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix 

Corporation (“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs‘complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
’3,. \% , 2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. Attorneys for Plaintiffs 10 2013 
f /wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC 2 02012 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HAROLD J. BRENNAN 

NYCAL 

(J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190256/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that Harold 

Brennan was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International Inc., 

formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix Corporation ("Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York nQL \?, ) 2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell Internationa, I r i ~ .  

.fMa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
e 

SO ORDERED 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

2 ---\ 

By: 
Charles Ferguson,. Esq.. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintig 

F I L E D  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 
X _---rll__________---------~--~-----~--------~~------”~------------ 

Index No.: 190047-201 1 

NO OPPQSITlQN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P1 ainti ffs, 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Sterling Fluid Systems (USA), LLC, formerly known as 

Peerless Pump Company (hereinafter “Sterling”), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Sterling with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Sterling be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,~S$E‘SO MW~EI Carlucci, E S ~ .  
KELLEY JASONS MCGOWAN 
SPINELLI & HANNA, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ndant Sterling Fluid 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
JAN 10.2013 

NEW YORK 
COlJNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

DEC 192012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X --_--------_tlll___l__llll____________lf~~------~~~~~~-------~-~~~ 

JOSEPH CLARKE, index NO.: 190047-20 1 1 
P 1 ainti ffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

WREREFOKE, Defendant, FMC Corporation on behalf of its former Peerless Pump 

and Northern Pumps businesses, improperly sued as FMC Corporation, individually and on 

behalf of its former Peerless Pumps and on behalf of its former Northern Pumps (hereinafter 

“FMC”), hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant FMC 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant FMC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S , W  M h a  Carlucci, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS MCGOWAN 

New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Attorneys for Defendant FMC Corporation 

JAN 10.2013 
DEC 1 9  2012 

NEW YOFM 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN FOLEY AND MARY FOLEY 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190559/2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Linde LLC, formerly known as The BOC Group, Inc. and/or 

Airco, Tnc. (hereafter collectively referred to as “Airco”), hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Airco with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all Elaims and cross claims against 

defendant Airco be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

tal) VI I a 

YAVITZ & B 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10014 
(212) 558-5608 (212) 452-5300 ,, 

SO ORDERED, 
a n .  Sherry &!mer 

DE6 I9 2012 



VIVIAN HARRIETT, as Administratix of the Estate of 
WILLIAM HARRIETT SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND 
Plaintiffs, ORDER 

V. 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New Y , New York F 1 12 -Dated: Buffalo,Ney 
,2012 - _ A  s- JAN 1O'----, 5 

Y -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 

lo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 9  2012 



WTWFEPORE, Defendant, QIJAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-ciititled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against Dcfendant QlJAKEII Cf IEMICAL COW. only with 

prejudice, and therc bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dcfcndant QTJAKEK CHEMICAL CORP. be and the same are hereby disrnisscd with prcjudice 

without costs. F I L E D  

FELIIMAN, KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Selby 
Battersby & Company 
The Duii Building 

800 'l'hird Avenuc 
New York, New York 10022 
Tclcphone NO.: 2 12-605-620 

SO ORDERHI>, 



LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as the Executrix 
of the Estate of CHESTER PIETROWSKI, 
V. Index No.: 03-121390 

Motion and Order 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER 
CHEMICAL COW. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
17.1 5 ,2012 

/ 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker 
Chemical 
The Dun Building 

2 12-605-6200 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York I F 2  I L E D 
71 6-852-5875 

JAN 102Ol3 - _-- 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW Y O N  CITY x 
IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

V 

THIS DOCUMENT KELATES TO: 
JOSEPH EPSTEIN 

V. 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 
V 

No Opposition Suinmsuy 
Judgment Motion and 
Order 

Index No.: 02-103081 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL COW., hereby request suinmaiy 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 
without costs. 

r m y  PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker Chemical 
800 Third Ave, 2 3th Floor The Dun Building 
New York, New York I0022 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
2 12-605-6200 New Ynrk 14202 

5875 

SO ORDEmD, F I L E D  
JAN 102013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 

NYCAL 
7 ,  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
TRUDI ROSENBERG, Individually and as the Executrix 
of the Estate of JOSEPH ROSENBERG, 

No Opposition Summary 
Judgment Motion and 
Order 

V. Index No.: 03-109000 

SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Selby Battersby 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

3 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



5 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY : NYCAL 
X _"1__11"__1"1"______------------------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ 1 1 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " " ~  

KONRAD J. KEDING, as Personal Representative : Index No. 1 1 1794/04 
for the Estate of GENE E. KEDING, and THELMA : 11 1941/03 
KEDING, Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. : IAS part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b&.f 7! m12 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 

(2 12) 302-2400 JAN 10 2013 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

--_. . ~ 

SO ORDERED: 



____r____________"__________rr_________l"---------------------- X 
ROB MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative for: Index No. 11 5214/03 
the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 
: 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew ork * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

By: 

E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
c o u ~ n  CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

4u 14 
SO ORDERED: a c 1 9  

c 192012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
LORETO PAPALIA, 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

V. 
Index No.: 02/127449 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP,, hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Defendant, QUAKER 
CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P<,!,J , 2012 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker 
Chemical 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

~ 

F I L E D  7 1 6-8 52-5 8 75 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK% OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

ROBERT CYNAMON and FRANCES CYNAMON 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

A.C. & S,, QUAKER CHEMICAL COMPANY, et d. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 02/119748 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMCIAL COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled action pursuant to CPLR $3212 dismissing the Plaintiff's Complaint 

against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL COMPANY, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 3rd Avenue 
13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
By: 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for QUAKER CHEMICAL CO. 
The Dun Building F I L E D -  

NEW YORK 
c g ~ r ~ f ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

DEC I 9  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL _-___r_l"rllrll_l__________rl__l___l__rl--------------------------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, S) 

ANGELINA RAUSCHER, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of DONALD RAUSCHER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

Plaintiffs, ORDER 

V. 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
LOUZC A - 6  &&U@S E5Q. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONI~SBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants, Selby Battersby. 

F I L E D  & co. 
110 Pearl Street, Suite 40 
Buffalo. New York 14202 

SO0 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

JAN 10 2M3 716-852-5875 

NEWYORK DE13 19- CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 



* 

- against - Index No.: 100862-03 & 105606-04 

A.C. & S, Inc.,-et al. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

- WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby rzqucsts swnmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. n 

- 
WORKS 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Rmadlarav 700 L.,,, . . -, 1111 I I L - 

New York, NY 1 O O O y 1  ' ' 
(212) 558-550 

1 JUL 03 2012 
3 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK A 

- -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YOFX CITY 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

No Opposition 
Summary Judgment 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JOSEPH SORRENTINO, Motion and Order 

V. Index No.: 0111 10986 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintifas complaint against Defendant, QUAKER 
CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
/Z / f  ) ) 2012 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13fh Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker 
Chemical 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

F I L E D  716-852-5875 

JAN 10 2013 

NEW rORK 
SO ORDERED, 

CoUNn c&ffK'$ O ~ C E  

DEC 192012 

/ 



SUPREME COURT'OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALIA COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X - 

IN RE: NEW Y ORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

THTS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JOSEPH EPSTEIN 

No Opposition Summary 
Judgrneiit Motion and 
Order 

V. Index No.: 02-103081 

SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, et al. 
X 

WIIEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTEKSBY 6% COMPANY, hereby request 
summary judgmcnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Dcfendant, SELBY BA'r'I'EIISHY & COMPANY 
with prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, be and [he s m e  are hereby dismissed with 
prcjiidice without costs. 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13 th Floor 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Selby Battersby 
The Dun Building 

New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

I10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
lo, New York 14202 F I L E D  

JAN 10 2013 SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNIY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 

NYCAL 
x7  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JOSEPH SORRENTINO, 

No Opposition 
Summary Judgment 
Motion and Order 

V. Index No.: 01/110986 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO,, hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintifas complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY 
& CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

E 
Levy Phillips & Konigsbcrg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
SO0 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

Stephen A. Manuele, Esq. 
Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Selby 
Battersby & Co. 
The Dun Building 
1 10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 1 202 
716-852-5875 1 L E D 

JAN 10'2013 

N W  YORK 
COUNTY CLEdK'6 OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SANTO AND ANNATOLIA ASSENZIO NO OPPOSITION IMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. 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 a vi s r  EhB dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

JAN 10 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1878716 



Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 190350109 

NYCAL 

-against- 

MUNACO PACKING & RUBBER CO., INC. et al, 

Defendants. 
X __"------___l-----____c________________I-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Munaco Packing & Rubber Co., Inc., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Munaco Packing & Rubber Co., Inc., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, Munaco Packing & Rubber Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
+ "  

DATED: Mineola, New York F I L E D  
/+ JAN 10 2013 

Kush Shukla, Esq. 
Wilentz G o l d m i  and Spitzer, PA 
Attorneys for Plaintifls, Thomas Williams and 
Kathleen Williams 
110 William St., 26fh Fl. 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Defendant, 
Munaco Packing & Rubber Co, Inc. 
13 1 Mineola Boulevard 
Mineola, NY 11501 



Index No. 190350/09 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND KATHLEEN WILLIAMS, WIFE 

-against- 

MUNACO PACKING & RUBBER CO., INC. 

STEVEN L. KEATS, ESQ. 
Attorney h r  Munacu Packing & Rubber Co., Inc. 

13 1 Mineola Boulevard, 
Mineola, NY 1 150 1 

(516) 248-0100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Pursuant 10 22 NYCRR 130-1.1, the undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts 
of New York State, certifies that, upon information and belief and reasonable inquiry the 
contentions in the annexed documents are not frivblous. 

Sfeven L. Keats, Esq. 
Dated: December 5,2012 

Service of a copy of the within 

Dated, 

Attorney(s) for 

is hereby admitted. 

Dated: : December 5,2012 

STEVEN L. KEATS, ESQ. 
Attorney for Munaco Packing & 
Rubber Co., Inc. 
13 1 Mineola Boulevard, 
Mineola, NY 1 1501 
( 5  16) 248-0 100 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MAURICE C. BROWN as Personal Representative for 
The Estate of WYNSOME V. BROWN and MAURICE C. 
BROWN as Spouse, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. : 12- 190070 

WHEREFORE, defendant BOSTIK, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant BOSTIK, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BOSTIK, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
Q \a ,2012 JAN io2013 

ChristophkSridge, Eiq. ' 
- 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC GIBSON, MCASKILL & CROSBY, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintgs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20' Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

Attorneys for Defendant, Bostik, Inc. 
69 Delaware Avenue, Suite 900 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Rc: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANCES MALEY, 
PI ain t i ff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Dcfcndariis, 

Index No.: 190209/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 clainis against 

Defendant, WeiI-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant FDl L E D 
W el 1 - M c La i n 
850 Third Ave 

N 102013 

N N  YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JEFFREY A. ZAYAS, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 107 102/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OIIDERED, 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 

F I L E D  
to either party. 

Dated: IlIH ,2012 

JAN 10,2013 

NEW YOAK 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for the P1 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN MULCAHY, 

-against- 

Plainti ff(s), 

Index Nos.: 107622/06 
12 1 562/0 1 
11 1228/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, w York l/fkqh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN l0*2013 (2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

Index No.: 190026/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

York Shipley Inc. (hereinafter “CompuDyne Corporation”), hereby requests Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, NY 

F I L E D  
JAN 10 2013 

n NEW YORK 
b Michael Roberts, Esq. Katrina Murphy,* mLERK’S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

CompuDyne Corporation 
(212) 558-5500 

ew York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 

Index No.: 190047/11 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WEIWFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION AS SUCCESSOR TO 
DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter " D W E T A L L I C " )  hereby requests 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant DURAMETALLIC, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFXED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs to either party. 

I 

LE PHILLIPS& SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE F I L E D  44 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. KONIGSBERG, LLP 

J22. hi&$&? f JAN 10 ZUI3 

Nm YORK 
cnuNw CbeBK'S OFFICE 

Madina Axelrod, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Flowserve Corporation, as successor to 
Duramebllic Corporation 

Levy Phillips & Kanigsberg, LLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New Yark, NY 10022 ite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

OEC 192012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN ‘RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
BILLIE W. SELF, 

Plainti ff(s), 
-against- 

CUMMINS INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

X 

Index No.: 127409/12 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., (incorreci,j named as CUMMR ET GINE 

COMPANY , MC.) (hereinafter “CTJMMINS”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against Defendant CIIMMINS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, rhat upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant CUMMINS be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice, and without costs to 

either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\.> \\T ,2012 

- &i I tdiyLt&/J 
F I L E D  WEITZ & LUX 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 10 2013 

NEW YrnK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFEE 

, New York 10022 
7300 

SO ORDERED, 

DEG 1 9 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY GOGOLSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 190202/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEXL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: DCC Iy ,2012 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Well-McLain 

DEC 1 9 2012 

I 



-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt A. 

Defendants. 1 IAS Part30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Ruvver 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

_____"____"________1__lr_______l____l_r_----------------------- X 
JN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_-_r____l_______l-____l______rr_____l___----------------------" X 
CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS, : Index No. 104 154/03 

4.. i ,COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear 'Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: /:---;"/e 
264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10 

Jenni er T. Childs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 10 2013 
Dated: New York. New York 

SO ORDERED: %& 
Hon. Sherry 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

EDWARD J. HARAGSIM and DORIS HARAGSIM, 

Plaintiff(s) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. 

Index No: 190356/20 12 

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 York, New York 

,2012 

Ben Darc&,%q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Morae Kim, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

DEC 192012 



JACQUELINE MOFULLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant FMC CORPORATION, on behalf of its former Peerless Pumps. ("FMC"), 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against FMC, 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 

FMC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 l th  Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintif 

KELLEY JASONS McGOWAN 
120 Wall Street, 30'h F1. 

SO ORDERED, 

N W  Yo## 
COUNTY 8LEiF1K"8 OFFICE 

00203041,WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: I 
MARY HANNA, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM E. HANNA, and MARY 
HANNA, Individually, 

hdex No.: 19009211 2 

PlaintiffCs), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, lnc. 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 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

CQSh.  

Dated: New York, New York 

,, r Michelle Grirnaldi, Esq. 
/. Attorney for Defendant 

h i \ &  ck. eL*. iAA[e { 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

W 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAAIU & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED: JAN l o  

E 
‘2013 

4827-2533-8640.1 



I 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X __"_r___r_-l-ll"_________________I______-_------"---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Neles-Jamesbury, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Neles-Jamesbury, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Neles-Jamesbury, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b Ab12 Y V '  

Benjamin Dirche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward Haragsim 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Neles-Jamesbury, Inc. 
1 177 Avenue of the Americas, 41 st Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

NYOU 7295951.1 
1 92012 



-- . . 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD HARAGSIM, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1903 56- 12 

AFFIICMATION 
OF SERVICE 

THUY T. BUI, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of this state, affirms as 

follows under penalty of perjury: 

1. I am an attorney-at-law of the State of New York and am associated with the firm of 

Drinker Biddle & Reath LLP ("Drinker Biddle"), attorneys for Defendant Neles-Jamesbury, Inc. 

2. On the 21" day of November, 2012, I caused true and correct copies the foregoing No 

Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order to be served upon all parties on the attached 

Service List, that being their last known address, by first class U.S. mail by depositing copies in 

a postpaid properly addressed envelope in an official depository under the exclusive care and 

/+ 
custody of the U.S. Post Office. 

Thuy T@ui 

NYOI/ 7296039.1 



EDWARD HARAGSIM SERVICE LIST 

Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
EDWARD JMFtAGSIM 

John Howarth, Esq. 
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
18 18 Market Street 
Suite 3 100 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
Phone: (215) 564-4141 
Fax: (215) 564-4385 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
MANNINGTON MILLS, INC, KARNAK 
CORPORATION 

Erik DiMarco, Esq. 
Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, EDELMAN & 
DICKER, LLP 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, NY 100 17 
Phone: (212) 490-3000 
Fax: (212) 490-3038 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC. 
CARRIER COWORATION 
UNION PUMP COMF’ANY 

Joseph La Sala, Esq. 
Nancy McDonald, Esq. 
MCELROY, DEUTCH & MULVANEY 
1300 Mount Kemble Avenue 
P.O. Box 2075 
Morristown, NJ 07962 
Phone: (2 12) 483-9490 
Fax: (973) 425-0161 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. 
FLOWSERVE US, INC. Solely as Successor to 
Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edward 
Valve, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward 
Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company 
ROBERTSHAW CONTROLS COMPANY, 
Individually and as Successor to FULTON 
SYLPHON COMPANY 
ROCKWELL AUTOMATION, INC., as 
successor by merger to ALLEN- BRADLEY 
COMPANY, LLC 

Jennifer Darger, Esq. 
Judy Yavitz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
Phone: (212) 452-5300 
Fax: (212) 452-5301 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/Ma RHONE 
POULENC AG COMPANY, nlWa BAYER 
CROPSCIENCE INC., CERTAINTEED 
CORPORATION, DANA COMPANIES, LLC, 
LENNOX INDUSTRIES, INC., UNION 
CARBIDE CORPORATION 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
MCGrVNEY AND KLUGER 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
Phone: (3 15) 473-9648 
Fax:(3 15) 473-9654 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY 
AURORA PUMP COMPANY 
COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF 
POTTSTOWN 
KENTILE FLOORS, INC. 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
THE FAIRBANKS COMPANY 
TISHMAN LIQUIDATING COW. 

NYOI/ 7295992.1 



Suzanne Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY MCTERNAN & MOORE 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
Phone: (212) 313-3600 
Fax: (2 12) 608-890 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
AZROCK INDUSTRIES, a Division of 
DOMCO, Inc., CLEAVER BROOKS 
COMPANY, INC., FULTON BOILER 
WORKS, INC., UTICA BOILER WORKS, 
INC. Individually and as successor to UTICA 
RADIATOR CORPORATION 

Lisa Pascarella, Esq. 
FORMAN, PERRY, WATKINS, KRUTZ & 

328 Newman Springs Road 
Red Bank, NJ 07701 
Phone: (732) 852-4400 
Fax: (732) 852-4401 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

TARDY, LLP 

BIRD INCOPORATED, HOFFMAN-NEW 
YORKER, INC,, INGERSOLL-RAND 
COMPANY, PACIFIC VALUES, Individually 
and as a subsidiary of Crane Co., TRANE U.S. 
INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD INC. 

Anna DiLonardo, Esq. 
MARSHALL, DENNEHY, WARNER, 
COLEMAN & GOGGIN (LONG 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway, Suite 540 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 
Phone: (63 1) 232-6130 
Fax: (63 1) 232-61 84 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

by its successor-in-interest, 
BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, 

BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC, 

NYOl/ 7295992.1 

Geneiveve MacSteel, Esq. 
Philip Goldstein, Esq. 
MCGUIRE WOODS, LLP 
1345 Avenue of the Americas #7 
New York, NY 10105 
Phone: (2 12) 548-2 100 
Fax: (2 12) 7 1 5-23 15 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, 
ITT COWORATION, ICENNNEDY VALVE 
MANUFACTURING CO., INC,, 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Cynthia Weiss Antonucci, Esq. 
David Kochman, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH LLP 
100 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Phone: (212) 313-5410 
Fax: (2 12) 687-0659 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
BLACKMER 

John Fanning Esq. 
Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 
CULLEN AND DYKMAN, LLP 
44 Wall Street, 15th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Phone: (71 8) 855-9000 
Fax: (718) 935-1509 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
B U m A M ,  LLC, Individually, and as 
successor to BURNHAM CORPORATION, 
GOULDS PUMPS, INC., MARIO & DIBONO 
PLASTERING CO., INC. 



Chris Gannon, Esq. 
Robert Kennedy, Esq. 
Steven Rosenblatt, Esq. 
Theodore Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 1 0022 
Phone: (212) 651-7500 
Fax: (212) 651-7499 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
BW/IP, INC. AND ITS WHOLLY OWNED 
SUBSIDIARIES, BYRON JACKSON PUMPS, 
COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, 
and as successor to YORK SHPLEY, INC., 

w division of The Marley-Wylain Company, a 
wholly owned subsidiary of The Marley 
Company, LLC 

GARDNER DENVER, INC., WEIL-MCLAIN, 

Kirsten Kneis, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue, 32nd Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Phone: (212) 536-3900 
Fax: (212) 536-3901 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
CRANE CO. 
WEINMAN PUMP & SUPPLY CO. 

Cynthia Messerner, Esq. 
George Hodges, Esq. 
HODGES WALSH & SLATER, LLP 
55 Church St, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Phone: (914) 385-6000 
Fax: (914) 385-6060 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC. 
Individually, and a Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, SPIR4X SARCO, INC. 
Individually and as successor to SARCO 
COMPANY 

NYOll7295992.I 

Michael Tanenbaum, Esq. 
SEDGWICK, LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102-53 1 1 
Phone: (973) 242-0002 
Fax: (973) 242-8099 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
CBS CORPORATION, flWa VIACOM INC., 
successor by merger to CBS COWORATION, 
WWa WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, FOSTER WHEELER, 
L.L.C., GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Allison Ordonez, Esq. 
David Schaefer, Esq. 
Eva Wayne, Esq. 
William Bradley, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, NY 10038 
Phone: (212) 791-0285 
Fax:(212) 791-0286 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
CROWN BOILER CO., f/Ma CROWN 
INDUSTRIES, INC., MORSE DIESEL, INC., 
REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, ROPER 
PUMP COMPANY, SUPERIOR BOILER 
WORKS, INC., VIKING PUMP, INC, 

Christopher Hannan, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS MCGUIRE SPINELLI & 

120 Wall Street, 30th Floor 
New York, NY I0038 
Phone: (2 12) 344-7400 
Fax: (2 12) 344-7402 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
FMC CORPORATION on behalf of Its former 
subsidiary, CROSBY VALVE, INC. FMC 
CORPORATION, on behalf of its former 
CHICAGO PUMP & NORTHERN PUMP 
BUSINESSES 

HANNA, LLP 



Peter Langenus, Esq. 
SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS 
140 Broadway, Suite 3 100 
New York, NY 10005-9998 
Phone: (2 12) 973-8000 
Fax: (212) 972-8798 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
FORT KENT HOLDINGS, INC. flWa DUNHAM 
BUSH, INC. 

Thomas Rhatigan, Esq. 
COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY, LLP 
44 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Phone: (212) 483-9600 
Fax: (212) 344-7680 
Attorneys for Defendant. 
HENRY VOGT MACHINE CO., INC. 

Timothy McDonnell, Esq. 
Bennett, Giuliano, McDonnell & Perrone LLP 
494 Eighth Avenue, 7th Floor 
New York, New York 10001 
Phone: (646) 328-0120 
Fax: (646) 328-0121 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J-M MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC. 

Richard Marin, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
SO0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
Phone: (212) 661-1151 
Fax: (212) 661-1 141 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Daniel McNamara, Esq. 
Decicco, Gibbons & McNamara, P.C. 
14 East 38th Street 
New York, New York 10016 
Phone: (2 12) 447- 1222 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KOPPERS COMPANY 

Fax: (2 12) 689-01 53 

Scott Emery, Esq. 
LYNCH DASKAL & EMERY LLP 
264 West 40th Street, 18th Floor 
New York, NY 10018 

Fax: (212) 302-2210 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
GEORGIA PACIFIC LLC, GOODYEAR 
CANADA, INC,, THE GOODYEAR TIRE AND 
RUBBER COMPANY 

Phone: (2 12) 302-2400 

Joseph Colao, Esq. 
LEADER & BERKON LLP 
630 Third Avenue 
New York, W 100 17 
Phone: (212) 486-2400 
Fax: (212) 486-3099 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
IMO INDUSTRIES, INC, 
WARREN PUMPS, LLC 

Karen Campbell, Esq. 
Philip O'Rourke Esq. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP 
77 Water Street, 21 st Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Phone: (212) 232-1300 
Fax:(212) 232-1399 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Wendy Kagan Esq. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN, 

40 Paterson Street 
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 
Phone: (732) 545-4717 

Attorneys for Defendant: 
KOHLER CO. 

DUNST & DOUKAS 

F ~ : ( 7 3 2 )  545-4579 

Paul Scrudato Esq. 
SCHIFF HARDIN LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue, 17th Floor 
New York, NY 10 103 
Phone: (2 12) 753-5000 

Attorneys for Defendant: 

YARWAY CORPORATION 

F=:(212) 753-5044 

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC 

NYOI/ 1295992.1 



John Renmlli, Esq. 
John Tartgalia, Esq. 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Phone: (914) 285-0700 
Fax: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
PFIZER, INC. (PFIZER) 

John Kot, Esq. 
WATER, MCPHERSON & MCNEIL 
300 Lighting Way, 7th Floor 
Secaucus, NJ 07096 
Phone: (201) 863-4400 
Fax:(201) 863-2866 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
RILEY POWER INC., TUNER 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY 

Norman Golub, Esq. 
Marshall Conway & Bradley 
45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10006 
Phone: (2 12) 6 19-54 13 
Fax: (212) 962-2647 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SLANTLFIN CORPORATION 

Patrick Dwyer, Esq. 
Smith, Stratton, Wise, Heher & Brennan 
2 Research Way 
Princeton, New Jersey 08540 
Phone: (409) 734-6 1 86 

Attorneys for Defendant 
THE B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY 
(GOODRICH CORPORATIO) 

Fax: (609) 987-665 1 

Frank A, Cecere, Esq. 
Ahmuty, Demers & McManus 
200 1.U. Willetts Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 
Phone: 5 16 294-5433 
Fax: 514 294-5387 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION 
CO., INC. 

Amiel Gross Esq. 
SNR DENTON US LLP 
122 1 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10020 
Phone: (212) 768-6700 
Fax:(2 12) 768-6800 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
RAPID-AMERICAN CORPORATION 

Susan Van Gelder, Esq. 
Goldberg Segalla 
120 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500 
Buffalo, New York 14202 
Phone: (714) 566-5400 
Fax: (716) 566-5401 
Attorneys for Defendant 
RUCO DRYWALL PRODUCTS 

James Nowak, Esq. 
Kenney Shelton Liptak & Nowak, LLP 
5 10 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 
Phone: (716) 853-3801 
Fax: (716) 853-0265 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. flWa Teledyne 
Industries, Inc., Individually, and as Successor 
to FARRIS ENGINEERING 

Heidi Baker Esq, 
MCIMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington Street, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
Phone: (212) 747-1230 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION 
CO., INC. 

Fax: (212) 747-1239 

Lawrence D’Aloise, Esq. 
Clark, Gagliardi & Miller, P.C. 
99 Court Street 
White Plains, New York 10601 
Phone: (914) 946-8900 
Fax: (9 14) 946-8960 
Attorneys for Defendant 
US ,  PLYWOOD COWORATION 

NYOl/ 7295992.1 



Richard O'Leary, Esq. 
MCCARTER & ENGLISH, LLP 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, NY 10167 
Phone: (212) 609-6800 
Fax: (2 12) 609-692 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 
VELAN VALVE CORPORATION 

NYOI/ 7295992.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 

j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 
This Document relates to: 

~ Index No. 102562/06 
CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, as Executrix for the Estate j 
of NELSON E. NEWCOMB, and CAROLINE A. 
NE WCOMB, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 
. - - __.. i& 1 I2 

Erin S. Z imf lan ,  Esq. 
Attorney far Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS B ~ i s ~ o r s  BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863,7919 / 

Nelson E. Newcomb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4848-3665-1 282. I 



WHEREAS, Defendant PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., f/d/b/a Peerless Heater Co. (“PEERLESS 

INDUSTRIES”), requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, with prejudice, and 

there being no oppositian thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:NewYork,NewYork 1 L E D 
, I  

I l U  

$e, ,m 7 Gd\nb 
LEWIS BRJSBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street, 21”” Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

0020304 1. WPD 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al, 

Index No.: 190402/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, 
INC., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
rP&? 11 , 2012 

THE LANIER LAW FIRM PLLC 

BY 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 03 
New York, New York 100 

126 East 56 Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 421-2800 P I L E D  (212) 232-1300 

1 

JAN 1020l3 - -- 
SO ORDERED: Date: 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

of the State of New York 

4822-6291 -8673. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MATTHEW KING and DOLLY KING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1070 12/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New or , New York 
l & h L  /7 

R I L E D  Peerless Industries, Inc. Matthe; King 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

NEW YORK 
mi INTV CLERK’S OFFICE 

File No. 1863.8358 

4824-8390-8882. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE: STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 115801/05 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of LOUIS j 
H. SIVERS and JANE A. SIVERS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

magainst- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\a\7 \ \ Z  

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1300 
File No, 1863.11281 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - 
Attorney Louis H. Sivers for Plaintiff \ I L E D  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway JAM lorn3 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 

4833-4197-1 730. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 116057/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DONALD M. MUELLER and MARY MUELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Donald M. Mueller 
LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 2lSt Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.11190 NEW YORK 

JAN 10.2013 

‘OUNV CLERKIS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

4822-3041-5634.1 




