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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

X 

X 

...................................................................... 

...................................................................... 

WILLIAM BROGLIO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Index No. 90376/20 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS7 et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 

INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION7 as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION and sued herein as U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 

INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION and sued herein as U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, it is 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as INTERNATIONAL PAPER 

COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION INTERNATIONAL 

CORPORATION, as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD CORPORATION and sued 

herein as U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, 2013 

(212) 668-1 122 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

I & MILLER, P.C. 
Dated ‘‘Z-%-B 

White Plains, New York 10601 

Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 
INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 
Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, as successor 
to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD CORPORATION 
and sued herein as U.S. PLYWOOD 
CORPORATION 

(9 14) 946-8900 

Dated: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

X 

X 

...................................................................... 

...................................................................... 

RICHARD D. COMMO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

October 20 12 In Extremis Group 

Index No. 190132/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 

INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION and sued herein as U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 

INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION and sued herein as U. 

there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORATION with prejudice, and 

couNTy  OFF,^^ 
YORK 



c1 

I * I  I .  

(. 
I .  

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

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sued herein as INTERNATIONAL PAPER 

COMPANY Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION INTERNATIONAL 

CORPORATION, as successor to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD CORPORATION and sued 

herein as U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

J ~ E P H  P. ~LIAMSCIATES, 

\ N G  York, New York 10 167 
(212) 668-1 122 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

S. Rand, Esq. 
99 court t 
White Plains, New York 1060 1 
(9 14) 946-8900 
Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY sued herein as 
INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 
Individually, and as successor to CHAMPION 
INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, as successor 
to UNITED STATES PLYWOOD CORPORATION 
and sued herein as U.S. PLYWOOD 
CORPORATION 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. Dated: 



Plain tiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et all 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190437/12 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 

&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 

JOS 
ASS 

By: 

LEWIS BRlSBOlS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

J 

meys for Defendant 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

New York, New York 101 67 
(21 2)792-4001 

(21 2) 232-1 300 

SO ORDERED: Date: 

Justice of the Supr 
of the State of New 

MAR 2 6 2013 

4838-3179-3682.1 
_ _  

NEW YORK 



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

GEORGE HILL and DONNA HILL 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 (“Allen-Bradley”), hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against Allen-Bradley with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation, 
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 
Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

F’chew York, New York 10005 

‘ 

MAR 2 6 2013 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1904146 



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 

Index No.: 190438/12 
ROBERT E. SMITH and MARY SMITH 

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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Allen-Bradley US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Joseph P. Williams & Associatf, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation, 
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 
Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
FC3 2 %  2013 

1882835-1 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190502/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
__________________._____________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT D. BENCE and SHARON BENCE 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 Sam 

prejudice and without costs. 

MAR 2 6 2013 

SO ORDERED, 

1905977 

A 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN KOSNAR 

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

Index No: 109373/2012 

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 Y$fq York 

,2013 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & 
ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39fh Floor 
New York, NY 101 67 
(212) 668-1 122 

h 

MAR26 2013 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHELE SANTORO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190501/2012 

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. 

,2013 F 
I 

ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

New York, NY 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

(212) 452-5300 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



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

New York, NY 10003 

ELMER F. MULLER 

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 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. F 
Dated: New York New York % [ k  ,2013 

MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
RK 

1904864 



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

EDWIN MURRAY 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 Yo k, New York 
Z[ b ,2013 

F 
MAR 2 6' 2013 

FICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulv 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

I New York, New York 10005 

1904864 



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

NELSON E. NEWCOMB 

Index No.: 102562106 

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 
%[8 ,2013 

J. 
3- x ,-*--n 

*. *- Frank Ortiz, Esq. % " 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. %<$ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR26 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

(Heitler, S.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 117266/05 

JOSEPH PETELEY 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. 

New Yo k, New York 
1, T 0 ,2013 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORnEREn 

MAR 2 6 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1904864 



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

EDWARD RICH 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 Yoyk, New York 
-1% ,2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
roy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

Pine Street 24fh Floor 

n$ '> 
SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 117706/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY SIMINI 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 
~ ( - 6  ,2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1904864 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 102349105 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

DAVID TOBIN 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 
2/18 ,2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 1 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 100307/06 

WILLIAM WILCOX, 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 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 
24% Y 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________-__.___________________________-------.------.--------.---- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S .) 

Index No.: 190290/2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_________________.______________________--------..-----.---.-----.-- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT SOTO and SUZANNE SOTO 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 ("Flowserve 

US"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, 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: 

Luxenberg, PC U 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

hereby dismissed wit 

as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and 
Vogt Valve Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1899241 



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

~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HERBERT BROWN 

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

Index No: 190482/2012 

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. 

, 2013 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & 
ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39fh Floor 
New York, NY 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

DARGER 

C '  
' ', 

- 

E i ? E  YAVITZ & BLAU LLI! 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM BROGLIO 

WHEREFOREy 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, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1903 76/20 12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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: N e w x o r k b e w  York 

'0)/3 ,2013 FI 
MAR26 2013 

NEW YORK 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ dk BLAU LLp 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, NY 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

(212) 452-5300 

._I - 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- ,  

Index No: 190488/2012 

BENEDETTO BERARDI 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. 

F Dated: New Yor , New York 

9) 77 ,2013 

YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 3gth Floor 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

New York, NY 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

(212) 452-5300 

m 



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

ROBERT GRIFFIN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., Individually and as Successor- 
in-Interest to Argo Packing Company, et al., 

Defendants. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL Index No. 190361/2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

iSIHEREFORE, defendant Connor Corporation, having requested summary judgment, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Connor 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

Dated: New,York, New York 
>*, l'\ cl Ltsr 

I &W, 201 $ 2  

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 
13 BLAU p 

By: 
Bryan Belasky, Esq. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th F1. 
New York, New York 1003 
212.681 A575 212.452.5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Brian Murnane, Esq. 

116 E. 27fh Street, 12* F1. 
New York, NE' 180 i 6 

Attorneys for Connor Corporation 

SO ORDERED: 

FEB 37 2C13 



WHEREAS, Defendant ATLAS TURNER, INC., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

ATLAS TURNER, 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 

ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

& MOORE 

New York, NY 10006 
Counsel f i r  Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

Counsel for Atlas Turne 

---^_ MAR 2 6-2013 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

00203041.WPD 



DOM57338/legal/nosjm 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______--____________--------------------------------------------- X 
JOHN W. GARBUTT, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190358/2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P. hereby request summary 

judgixci~t in the &ove-entit!ed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law a d  Rdes Secticr, 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposirion 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 

prejudice and without costq 

Attorney for Plaintiff MAR 2 6 NJ Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L. 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFfShGFMcTiernan & Moore 

NEW YORK 
??CY&' YGrk, YOrk 10096 
(212) 313-3600 

.P. 



VINCENZO MONTUORO and ANNA MONTUORO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREAS, Defendant CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY (''Cleaver Brooks"), requests summary 

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

Plaintiff's complaint against Cleaver Brooks, 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 

Cleaver Brooks, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

t> 
* I '  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

N- K 
Lori Benavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for  Plaintiff 

Suzanne Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY m E F W A N  & MOORE 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Counsel for Cleaver Brooks Company 

SO ORDERED 

00298979 WPD 



' 6LB57339/legal/nos~m 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JOHN W. GARBUTT, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190358/2012 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

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

and &ere being no opposirion thereto, 
I 

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 ahd 

without costs. 

,- 

700 Broadway MAR 2 6 2013 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, Ne Yor 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

] &"NTY CLERK'S O F F m  York, Ne&' 1 or k !0005 -?r I L r i  ' -  YORK (212) 313-3600 



.: 1 

d INC. b 



DOM57390/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
WILLIAM BROGLIO, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190287/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P., hereby request summary 

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 

Attorneys for Defendant 
DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

New York, New York 10006 

Joseph P. Williams & Associates MAR 2 6 2013 
245park Avenue 

CLERKS oFB@%tor Street, 14fh Floor 
NEW YORK 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - Index No.: 114368104 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/wa W I C A  BOILER hereby request 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL fMa UTICA 

BOILER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TIONAL f%Va U T K A  BOILER be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Attorneys for ECR INTERIVATIONALflWa 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
MAR 2 6 2013 UTICA BOILER 

New York, New York 10006 

546 Fifth Avenue 
TY CLERK'S OFFlaWector Street, 14' Floor 

NEW YoRK 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

ROBERT SMITH 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 

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

Index No: 19043 8/20 12 

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 Y&, Npw York 

MAR26 201;, 
-a, 2013 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, NY 10 167 
(212) 668-1 122 

(212) 452-5300 

F= 
b.5- 

SO ORDERED, L 

~ 5 3  3 7  2013 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190376/20 12 

LEWIS WILLIAMS 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. 

,2013 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & 
ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, NY 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

A NAR 2 6 2013 

TY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Judith A. Y a z s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

(212) 452-5300 

/ I_- 



f4 ,:t>;qq 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

LINDA J. AMBRUSO as Executrix of the Estate of 
LEONARD A. AMBRUSO JUDGMENT MOTION 

__-"________--______-----------------------------------"---------------- X 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, (''Cleaver Brooks"), requests summary 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against Cleaver Brooks, 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 

Cleaver Brooks, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2013 
"'*. 

* ^  

RK 
Lori Benavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintif 

New York, New York 10006 
Counsel for Cleaver Brooks Company 1 i, 1 , I 



, 

X:/FB W49 71 i/erul/lVovember2012 

SUPREME! COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102349/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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, 

ORD?FED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FT-KTON ROTTXR WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

without costs. \ 4 11 3 n 

\\ 
tz & Luxznberrr 

I vu UIVUU ""LA, 

N ~ w V n r k  N y  ll)c)l)3 

. .4R 6 2Q\3 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 4 ~  Floor 

--,,c nFlF&%York, New York 10006 

3 Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER 

I ." I, - .  - - - 1 - -  

(212) 558-550 

T - H e i t l e r  

WORKS 



WHEREAS, Defendant CLEAVER BROOKS - (“Cleaver Brooks”), requests summ+ 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against Cleaver Brooks, 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 

Cleaver Brooks, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2, ,/A. ,2013 

MAR 2 
Y 

Lori Benavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP NEW Y%RlKRY McTIERNAN & MOORE 
800 Third Avenue, 11“’ Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

C O U N T Y  CLEW&&FEumrdier, Esq. 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Counsel for Cleaver Brooksf%mpqP ZqC. 

00298979. WPD 



Plai ntiffls), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

TEE COCA-COLA COMPAFY, et a].: 
Index No.: 190433- I 1 

UWEREFORE, defendant, THE COCA-COLA COMPANY, hereby requests sumnw judgment 

h the abose-entitled case, pursuant io Civil Practice Law arid Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

cornplaint against deferidam THE COCA-COLA COMPANY, with prejudice: and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairns and cross clziirtms against defendant THE. 

COCA-COLA COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed wiih prcjtidice a d  without costs. 

New York, New York I0006 

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & STRAUSS 
An Association of Professional L.L.C.s 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. 



CLB5739 1 /legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

X 
WILLIAM BROGLIO, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190287/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC., hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. A 

Attorneyfor Plaintiff 1 M ~ R  2 6 N‘3 Attorneys for Dzfendant 
Joseph P. Williams & Associates 
245park Avenue 
New York, New York 1011 

E V E R  BROOKS, INC. 
McTiernan & Moore ouw ’ YoRb 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 



X:/FB W50390/e~~overnber2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
WILLIAM M. WILCOX, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100307/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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 

defeihiit FELTON BOILER '&'3P&S be md the S Z ~ Z  ZYC^ her~by  diS1?iiSSed . .  with P ~ C ~ U ~ ~ Z Z  iii 

without costs. z// 9 1 3 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

y o m e c t o r  Street, 14' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(219 558-550 

rr?4 
SO ORDERED, !J 



al., 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100564/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER VJOP?S be m d  the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice a 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. AR *'I3 Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORK: 
Weit2 & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY  CLERK'^ 05q& Bar McTiernan & Moore 
r Street, 14th Floor 

NEW 'OR' New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

T% 
L J  SO ORDERED, 

r 



CLBS S939/legal/nosjm/November 20 12 

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

X 
JOSEPH L. PETELEY, 
................................................................. 

PI ainti ff( s) , 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 117266/05 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ann -nvn UKLJEKEU, that upon notice io all co-defendzmts, a!! clc;ims g ~ d  cxss clai~~s against 

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

without COA +l,3 

It 
Weit' ' Luxenberg COUNTY CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

CLERK'S OFg@McTieman & M~~~~ 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NEW 2 Rector Street, idth Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 27  

d 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 17706/05 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all daiiiis and cross elzims zgainst 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 6 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
CLERt('~ & W % r  Street, 14fh Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

d 



CLRS 5943/legal/nosjm/November 20 I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
WILLIAM M. WILCOX, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100307/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without cos A 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, New York 10003 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14 ~'WUNTY cLERK,$ OFF,C 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway th -* 

NEW YORlr( (212) 313-3600 
\- I 

SO ORDERED, 



~:/~~W503?0/eg~?Voiiembe?201,3 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ANTHONY J. SIMINI, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 17706/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 aqd 

without costs. - 
Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway MAR26 2013 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/FB W50368/epal/Rrovernber2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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 -W-OIiI(S be and tine same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ai 

without costs. 3 ( 9 13 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 17266/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rles Neal, Esq. 
orneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
MAR 2 6 2813 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 m E l 3  -3 600 

SO ORDERED, 



XYFB W50310/ep~ovemberZOl2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
DONALD MUELLER, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER P 

................................................................. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 116057/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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 F'LLTON BOILER W O K S  be and the saiie are hereby dismissed with prejudice ' n c  

%(S( \ 3  without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

AR26 2013 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1100564/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

onnynv I-.-.+ _.-_ -A;- w uE, tllal upuil l luLl~e  to d l  cs-defendmtts, d! c!zims mi! cross cl~ims w a i n ~ t  b--"'Y' 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 

Shawgtte Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

700 Broadwajr MAR 2 6 2013 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, h&w Yofk 10003 2 Xector Street, 1 4 ~ ~  Floor 

so ORDER 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 FF . ,cPew York, New York 10006 

Gw 

FEB 2 7  2013 



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.) 
I I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 120394/01 

ALVIN L. BASCOMB AND FRANCES 
BASCOMB, 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiffs, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Defendant(s). I 

I 

I 
I 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with, 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
TI , 2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alvin Bascomb and Frances Bascomb 
700 Broadway 

I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 86966-1 } 



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: I 
I 

I Index No.: 120394/01 
I 
I 

I 
I 

ALVIN L. BASCOMB AND FRANCES 
BASCOMB, 

Plaintiffs, I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant( s) . I 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 

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

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being nc 

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 withoui 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor .pi ,201 

NEW YORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alvin Bascomb and Frances Bascomb 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 86921 -1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALVIN L. BASCOMB AND FRANCES 
BASCOMB, I 

Plaintiffs, I I 

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

I 
I 

I Index No.: 120394/01 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant( s) . 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, 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 

& KLUGE< P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alvin Bascomb and Frances Bascomb 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

{NO 186956-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 122205/99, 108594/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N w York New York 
&, 2013 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

PRESTON, RAYMOND T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-5065M 



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.: 122205/99, 108594/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. / 
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. 

MAR26 2013 

Attorn€ 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

PRESTON, RAYMOND T. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

\ 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 r<E 

FEB 2'1 2013 
Pa -T- 

SO ORDERED, 
~~~~~ Li g - % L f k  c d 

, 
1235-20399 



THIS DOClJMENT EFE.RS TO: 

LINDA LUMSDEN-ROBERTS, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of KENNETH F. 
CARPENTER and SALINA A. CARPENTER, 

Plaiiiti ffs , 

-against- 

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

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 

WHEREFORE, defcndmt, Courtex & Company, Inc., hereby requcsts sumnlzuy 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: I12939/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

judgment in the above entitred 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 claiiiis and cross c lahs  against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-7 2013 !MI 2 6 2013 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYOf?K FLd&. r;;!> &--E,.-- /I d 

/ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
~ ~ G I V N E Y  & ~ ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carpenter, Kenneth F. 
WEITZ & hJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-34 (212) 558-5500 



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

; I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 6.) 

i Index No.: 112919107, 

ASBESTOS LXTXGATION 

'I'HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA LUMSDEN-ROBERTS, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of KJWNETIJ P. 
CARPENTER and SALINA A. CARPENTER, NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

WHEKEI;OKE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests surnrnary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwe11 CoIporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2013 

MAR26 2013 

Aflprney far Plaintiffs 
Trcadwcll Corporation C'qenter, Kenneth F. 
MCGIVNEY R: KK.UGER, P.C. WEIT2 & ~.,UXENRERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

izLP - (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, FEB 2 7  2013 

Q E a"" li_L* 4 
li . i L b L A  



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

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

i Index No.: 112939/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA LUMSDEN-ROBERTS, as Personal . I  

Representative for the Estate of KENNETH 117. 
CARPENTER and SALINA A. CARPENTER, NO OPPOSITION 

. j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-agar 11s t- 

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

Defendants. 

i 

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

judgment hi the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carpenter, Kenneth F. 
WEIT2 & I.,UXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOlZK 
- COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

’ (Heitkr, J.) - -ms DOCUMENT EEFERS TO: 

LINDA LUMSDEN-ROBERTS, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of KENNETH F. 
CARPENTER and SALINA A. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e t  nl, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 112939/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, dcfendant, Oakfabco Inc., hercby requests sumniary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plahtiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco I& 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 York, New York 
,2013 MAR26 2013 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for PlaintiMs 
Oakfiibco Inc. Carpenter, Kenneth E’. 
M c G r m Y  & K~UGER, P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEFGD, 

2571-1818 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

WILLIAM BROGLIO, Index No. 190376/12 

-V.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS , ET AL., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO. 

Defendant(s). 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F W A  CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC. 

(“Crown Boiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATE 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William Broglio Crown Boiler Co. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 
Attorneys for De fendant 

(212) 668-1 122 



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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190414/12 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KENNETH P. RAU 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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. 

<WEITZ LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys or Plaintiff 
Kenneth P. Rau 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

_ _  
INRE NEW YORK CITY 

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

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALVIN L. BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB 

Index No. 120394/01,105780/02 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff 5 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 
9/17 ,2013 

John E. %k;nond, Eiq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Alvin L. Bascomb and Frances Bascomb 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

1% 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.) 

WILLIAM BROGLIO, 
-‘x 

Index No. 190376/2012 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Superior Boiler Works, Inc. (hereinafter “Superior Boiler”) hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Superior Boiler with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Superior Boiler be and the same are hereby ce and without costs. 

/ 

Dated: New Yorlc! New York . 

Eva s. Wayne, Esq. 
JOSEPH P.WI&~AMS & ASSOCIATES P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William Broglio 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Superior Boiler Work, Inc. 

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: cca ? T  10‘13 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



LINDA J. AMBRUSO as Executrix of the Estate of 
LEONARD A. AMBRUSO JUDGMENT MOTION 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
X 

Lhc- 
__-_-----_--------__---------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREAS, Defendant CLEAVER BROOKS CB&fWSY, (“Cleaver Brooks”), requests sumt 

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

Plaintiff’s complaint against Cleaver Brooks, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

hereby 

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

Cleaver Brooks, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2 1.2 0 , 2013 

Lori Renavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 

Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Cleaver Brooks J.‘) c * 

BARRY McTIERNAN & MOORE 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10006 .-c 

so 

W298967.WPD 

ORDERED, 



I 
~ 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

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

I Index No.: 190428/09 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALAN ZELENKA, AND JANICE EVANS 
ZELENKA, INDIVIDUALLY I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant( s). 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, 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 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Alan Zelenka 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

{ NO1 82262-1 } 



t 

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

1 

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

i Index No.: 122401/95, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN SMART, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., 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, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: c New York, New York 
,hnupcryAY ,m ao13 

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

Smart, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-14464 



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

8 

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

i Index No.: 122401/95, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN SMART, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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 therc 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Lwq acl ,2twaa3 

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

Smart, John 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-13873 



SUI’LEME 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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM E.WUBBE and GLORIA WUBBE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No. : 1 16 162/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Walter H. Eagan Co., Inc., hereby requests sunimary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Walter H. Eagan Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Walter H. Eagan Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby disniissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/.’ 

Walter H. Eagan Co., Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Williani E. Wubbe and Gloria Wubbe 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13‘h F1 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

A- pJ F “a F Lm 

FEB 2 7  2m3 

SO ORDERED, 

2860-0003 



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

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

I Index No.: 190428/09 

I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, AS PERSONAL 

ALAN ZELENKA, AND JANICE EVANS 
ZELENKA, INDIVIDUALLY I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(si I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 2 6 2 h 3  

T G f l U d y  a? ,w do13 

AbmRkGPD 
WEITZ & LUXENB 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Alan Zelenka 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~~~~ 

FZB 3% 2% 
krpi d. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 182268-1 } 



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.) 

; Index No.: 190428/09 

I 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALAN ZELENKA, AND JANICE EVANS 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I ZELENKA, INDIVIDUALLY I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 

-against- I 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al. 
I I 
I 
I Defendant( s) . 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 plahtiff s 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a? 7 % 2 0 3  
!/ 9 COUN 

'KAR 2 6 2613 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Estate of Alan Zelenka 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff I 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23366 

{ NO1 82267-1 } 



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

I 

j NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOHN J. M. OBREMSKI, As Executor for the Estate of 
DENISE M. OBREMSKI and JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1084 12/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
MAR 2 Rnfl 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., h€%l!$ ~ ~ ~ ~ @ ~ i & E e n t  % in 
E 

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 Yo&, New Ysrk 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 700 Broadway 

. Obremski, As Executor fo 
of Denise M. Obremski and John J.M. Obremdki, 
Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File No. 1863.28614 

SO ORDERED, 

4820-0658-7154 I 



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

OWEN TRAYNOR and MARY TRAYNOR, 
X .......................................................................... 

Plain tiffs , 

- against - 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ELECTROLUX 
HOME PRODUCTS, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan,, et al 

Index No.: 190005/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOhE PRODUCT , IhC., 

Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan 

(“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 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
245 Park Ave., 3gth FI 
New York, New York 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 and Copes-Vulcan 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTORLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as successor to Tappan 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

Ordered: so 



Plaintiffs , 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
COPES-VULCAN, INC.et al., 

Defendants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, 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, COPES- 

VULCAN, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, IN 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ;r2P$ns, New York 
, 2013 MAR26 2013 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 9 14-385-6060 

New York, New York 10003 COPES-VULCAN, INC. 



. 

c,.d.%=-JEa 
SI4 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X .......................................................................... 

OWEN TRAYNOR and MARY TRAYNOR, 
Index No.: 190005/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Plain tiffs , 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., 
Individually and as successor to Sarco Company, et al 

Defendants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 

successor to Sarco Company (“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, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges, Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
successor to Sarco Company 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
245 Park Ave., 3gth FI 
New York, New York 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

So Ordered: 



: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 02/22/2013) 
N Y S C E F  doc. NO. 8 1  R E C E I V E D  N Y S C E F :  0 2 / 2 2 / 2 0 1 3  

INDEX NO.  190375/2012 

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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

LEWIS WILLIAM and MARIA WILLIAMS, 
i Index No. 190375/12 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al., 
including SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintifps 

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 p 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & S m  LLP 
77 Water Street, Ut Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 1 2.232.1 300 
File No. 1863.28646 

MAR 2 6 zDS3 

Lewis Williams and Marie Williams 
JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS &ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New Yogk, NY lQ167 
212.668.1 122 



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

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

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 190437/12 

EDWARD LORENC and VERONICA LORENC, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 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 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. 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.668.1 122 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10 167 

File No. 1863.28697 

SO ORDERED, 

4820-0680-2962.1 



* \  

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

T 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRWSWICK, NJ 

SOLITH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

ANN SHARI BEENICK, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF THOMAS 
MICHAEL BEENICK, DECEASED, 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 10991 2/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corporation 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Executrix of the Estate of Thomas Michael 
Beenick, Deceased, 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Robert Cynamon and Frances Cynamon, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 19748/02 

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 32 12, 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 

Carmen St. George, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 
1863- 19022 

SO ORDERED, 
H 

4836-1070-6706.1 



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

7 

< 

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

i Index No. 1 13072/04 
This Document relates to: 

VALERIE LAUPHEIMER, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of DONALD RAUSCHER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION a/k/a A.F. SUPPLY 
BROOKLYN, et al., 

i 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Industries 

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, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Industries 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Industries, Company, Inc., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New York, New York 

and w 

- 

ithout costs. 

’ Stepfanie Divita, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Donald Rauscher 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.27003 

SO ORDERED, 

4845-2823-4770.1 



b 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

OWEN TRAYNOR and MARY TRAYNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No. 190005/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.28840 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 

SO ORDERED, &.-- - 

4830-5554-6386.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document relates to: 

LEWIS WILLIAM and MARIA WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al., 
including SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190375/12 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff B 

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, w Y rk a- 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.28646 

Lewis Williams and Marie Williams 
JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 

ICE 

4836-1600-0786.1 



c 

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

ILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN M. NOLAN, INDIVIDUALLY AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF THOMAS ROBERT 
NOLAN, SR. 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 1081 80-06 

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 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pl 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition th 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

Aefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoui 

DATED:%n New York, New York O\ V-4 \3 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 00 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
rneys for Plaintiff (s), 
mas R. Nolan Sr. and Joan M. Nolan, 

MAR 2 202i ew York, NY 10003 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

intiffs' 

reto, 

st 

:osts. 

*i* 



NORTH JERSEY 

N€W BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

DOROTHY MCKINNEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES MCKINNEY 

INDEX NO.: 99-108752 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTACTING & 
SUPPLY MAR 2 6 2 0 ~ "  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thsreto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

DATED:2.rc.'3 New York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Dorothy McKinney, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate qf 
James McKinney 

SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

BETTY VORCHHEIMER, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of NORMAN VORCHHEIMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ALCOA, INC., W a  ALUMINUM COMPANY OF 
AMERICA, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 109455/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater 

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

Law and Rules Ej 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. 

incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Norman Vorchheimer 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP LEVY PHILLIPS & KNIGSBERG 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.605.6200 
File No. 1863.19018 

SO ORDERED, 

4819-7226-4210.1 



f 

. 
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 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 106581/02, 113937/02 
This Document relates to: 

GEORGE F. NOVAK, 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.28860 

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

7-T")~ j \-- 3 c> 
e& I 

SO ORDERED, 

4836-9340-8274.1 



'. I f 

NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

IN RE: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 

NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ol WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

ORVAL G. SNODGRASS AND CHARLENE K. 
SNODGRASS 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 114402/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32112, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

York International Corporation SNODGRASS 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

CHARLENE K. 

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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190013/10, 

JAMES W. HILER AND JOETTE HILER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F Dated: New 

I . 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
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, 

2383-29751 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HILER AND JOETTE HILER, 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190013/10, 

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y r , New York d\q ,2013 

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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2511-21 44 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i IndexNo.: 115561/03 

GEORGE PINYUH AND SUSANNA PXNYUH, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY.~GMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMTTH WATER PRODUCTS, INC, ef al. 

Defendants. J 

WEEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc. fNa Kewanee Boiler Corporation, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Jnc. flwa Kewanee Boiler Corporation, 

without 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. flk/a Kewanee Boiler Corporation, be and the same as-e hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

f-----% 

L/ Daniel W ss erg 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
GEORGE P M H  AND SUSANNA P W H  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

akfabco hc. fMa Kewanee Boiler Corporation 
M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

MILL RD 

HAMMONTON, NJ 

UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANASTASIA MAZUR, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH F. 
MAZUR, DECEASED 

against 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET. AL. 

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

INDEX NO.: 105403/2008 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests sumh ,ary 

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

Jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, with 

irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Jefendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with I 

xejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

V HOAGLA'ND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corporation 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

and ab 
Executrix of the Estate of Joseph F. Mazur, 
deceased 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILOMAE S. DONOVAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. 
DONOVAN 

against 

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

HORGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 

RNEYS AT 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUNSWICK, NJ 

7Cll VMLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

INDEX NO.: 10991 3/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
n I 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corporation 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Philomae S. Donovan, individually and 3s 
Executrix of the Estate of John J. Donovan 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

I NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ol WILTSEY'S M U  RD 
SUE 202 
HAMONTOM, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD J. STOIK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ESTATE OF LLOYD 
P. STOIK, DECEASED AND LLOYD J. STOIK, 
I NDlVl DUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 106559/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-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 agaiqst 

defendant, Kohler Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and qithout 

costs. 

Personal Representative 

. STOIK, Individually, 40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
M A N ,  W T  2i 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD J. STOIK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ESTATE OF LLOYD 
P. STOIK, DECEASED AND LLOYD J. STOIK, 
I NDlVl DUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 106559/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corporation 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

LLOYD J. STOIK, as Personal Representative 
of the Estate of LLOYD P. STOIK, DeceWed 
and LLOYD J. STOIK, Individually, 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED: 
I L U  - .  - 

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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i IndexNo.: 190013/10, 

JAMES W. HILER AND JOETTE HILER, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al. ! 
Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules fj 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 without costs. 

Dated: NewJ(ok2 $Jew York a, 17 ,2013 MAR26 2013 

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, 

1235-23023 



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.: 190013/10, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HILER AND JOETTE HILER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., 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. 

Dated: Ne Y r NewYork 2)fi ,2013 

FI 
MAR 2 6 2 0 i ~  

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
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, 

1122-23392 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HILER AND JOETTE HILER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 190013/10, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, ew York uq[q ,2013 MAR26 2ulJ 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

HILER, JAMES W. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-9388 



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.: 110895/99, 115063/96, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM E. GAY, ! 127678/02 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 1 

costs. 

Dated: New york, New York 

MAR 2 6 2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Gay, William E. 
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, 

FEB 37  2913 
I 

2571-1793 * 



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

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

\ Index No.: 127888/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD CALLENDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. i 

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

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

Oakfabco Inc. Callender, Edward 
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, 

*. 

2571-7615 



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

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

j Index Nos.: I26 168/93 and 1261 72/93 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLAIRXCE BIENZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM P. 
BIENZ, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. AND S. INC, et al. 
Defendants. 

WHERl3FORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc. fMa Kewanee BoiIer Corporation, 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. f/Wa Rewanee Boiler 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, 

Oakfabco Inc. f/Wa Kewanee Boiler Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2013 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ec Zki!er Cerporstticn  BEN^, ?x?TItLLb&! 

M C W Y  & 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 A (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

M C W Y  & KLuGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 7  2013 

c o U ~ ~ y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2571-1791 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

FEB 2 7  2013 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  - . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . . .  



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.) 

X 

THOMAS SOMMO, Index No. 190381/2012 

-V.- 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL., including, 
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC., F 

Defendants. 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Superior Boiler with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Eva S. Wayne, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas Sommo Superior Boiler Works, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
I 



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

SALVATORE DEPIOLA 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%Yx-- New York 
, 2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR26 2013 

RUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
t W YORK hl !YE 

\ 

h&$n Alfitoniou McGowan, Esq. 
r l  A,,-- 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

ler 
Y 

1904864 



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

ERNEST MOON 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. 

New Yo k New York 
e['% ,2013 MAR 2 6 2bI3 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

Index No.: 108180/06 

THOMAS NOLAN 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 Yprk, New York 
%4,%' ,2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR26 2053 

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, 

R 

1904864 



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

DOROTHY BOVA 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 
2 [ b  ,2013 

MAR 2 6 2013 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

rneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

THOMAS METZ 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 
%-I% ,2013 

*r 2-2,. %* %* 
19 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. %S McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1904864 



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

(Heitler, S.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 107012/05 

MATTHEW KING 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. FI 
Dated: New York, New York 

'FICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 105592/05 

_ _ _ _ -  

GENEVIEVE H. KOCKLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Sm hW 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ’ 

iter 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 
-1% ,2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I ctiowan, bsq. 
U 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

1904864 



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

FRANK E. KOONE 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 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the Y 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2(" ,2013 

h C 
f '  

New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y ORK 9 

I - 
a A n t o n i o u  McGowan, Esq. I 
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 

I904864 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____________________.----------------------------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 107940/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________._______________________________------------.--------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT J. LORPER 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 Y rk New York 
'2. Pa' ,2013 

FI 
MAR 2 6 2613 

K 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

MORTON MECIUER 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 
s/l% ,2013 

P”? 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
MAR 2 6 2013 

w e n  Anto niou 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, 

1904864 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100564/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_________-__---___._____________________------.-.------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT BRESCHARD 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 ,2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 Pt: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1904864 



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

MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI 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. I 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - .  

Dated: New York, New York 
‘MAR 2 62013 

Elroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_______________-___---------..-------------------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 167 1 8/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
__._____________________________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE ANGEVINE 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. 

MAR 2 6 2043 Dated: New York, New York 
-1% ,2013 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

ROBERT SOTO and SUZANNE SOTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (misidentified as Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to Allen- 

Bradley Company, LLC (“Allen-Bradley”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

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

complaint against Allen-Bradley with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

700 Broadway Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 
New York, New York 10003 Company, LLC 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
k, New York 1000 

$MAR 2 8 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

1898968 

‘FICE 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 116852/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 s i n e  are hereby disillissed with prejudice 2nd 

TON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

New York, New York 10006 
COUNTY CLERK'S &@tor Street, 14th Floor 

RK 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

FRANCIS GILROY 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 101591/07 

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 

same are hereby against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
9fQ ,2013 

n "? 
Ps 

~ p' \\ *--% .̂ - 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
- -_----___---____-_.------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~~~-------~~~---~~------  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 114637/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
-------------------------------------------------.----------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD GOTTLIEB 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 Produ 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

the same are hereby 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

CHARLES GRAVES 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. 

New Yo k New York 
,2013 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1904864 

MAR 2 6 2013 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza New York, NY 10003 M ~ R  2 6 2 m  

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

14310376.1 



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

.......................................................................... X NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 03-1 10331 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AMERICO VARI JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

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

MAR 0 c; 2043 
14320953.1 



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

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 06-105887 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ERNEST D. MOON, SR. JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

J 

MAR26 2013 Dated: New York, NY 
‘2.11 4 ,2013 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

14322637 1 

MAR 0 2013 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 101333/07 

WALTER JENSEN 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 W 

dismissed with prejudice and with0 

ny be and the same are hereby 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

HERBERT KLINDT 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 with 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

MARY MONTANTE 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 
%!e, ,2013 MAR 2 6 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

BERNARD J. JOHNSON 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

be and the same are hereby 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 16854106 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN BOWEN 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 

MAR 2 6 2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

SO ORDERED, 

1904864 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY P CCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. : 1 0 1 274/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________________________________________----------------------.----- 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD PERRY 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 dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-!% ,2013 MAR 2 6 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

1904864 



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

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

Index No.: 101281/07 

--------------------------------.----------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD PRENTICE 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 Comp 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4/10 Y 2013 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK n 

He@n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

1904864 



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

This Document Relates to: 

MURRAY WHITE 

Index No.: 100309/07 

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 
%I$ ,2013 

.-- I- -_ 

MAR 2 6 2013 
3 COUN 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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, 

1904864 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101333/07 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERXD, that i-ipon notice to a!! co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

__ 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

MAR 2 6 20Ikarry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB56048/legal/nosjm//DECEMBER 20 I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
CHARLES GRAVES, 
................................................................. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 1 13490/06 ~ 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

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 prejudice1 
I 

LEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
arry McTiernan & Moore 

OUNTY CLERKS '&Rp ew ork, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 3 Street, 14th Floor 

3L/)'' NEW 'ORK(212) 313-3600 . ,  

SO ORDERED 

e, 

and 



EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 114637/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 6 2013 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York . MAk 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB55947/legal/nosJ~/~ovember 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
NELSON E. NEWCOMB, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. : 102562/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 6 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

J 

, 

ind 



X:/FB W S 4 U 4 U / e P U ~ Z  

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

X ................................................................. 
EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER , 

- against - Index No.: 114637/06 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. INC., et al. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 FULKIN BOILER W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arm! 

without costs. 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

- -  
NEW YORK 



X:/FB W51 I 77/eeaUDECEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
MARY MONTANTE, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101344/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 

defenbmt FULTOX BOILER TvIJOPXS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arid 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorney for Plainti 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lop03 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102561/06 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 003 

MAR 2 6 2813Attorneys for Defendant 

COUNTY CLERK'S @kpy&4cTiernan & Moore 
NEW YORK 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
3 b  pi 130 n (212) 313-3600 

so ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 104954/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, lNC. hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff ' -91 Attorneys for Defendant 

Barrv McTiernan & Moore 
Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 6 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 

, 

md 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102945/06 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorney for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

y McTiernan & Moore 

MAR Q 6 2013 



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

LOUIS L. FISHBEIN and NATALIE L. FISHBEIN, 
x --"__--_--------T---"---~--"----"-----------~"--------------------- 

Index No.: 1901 60/12 

Plaint @s, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 30 

-nguin.sl- 

3M COMPANY, et al,, 

Defindants. 
X * __------_---------1---------"-----_-------_----_..--__--"___uI____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant WHIP MIX CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant WHIP MIX CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant WHIP MIX CORP. be and the same 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: WMC56656 

KONIGSBERG, LLP WHIP MIX CORP. 
Attorizeys for the Plaintiffs 
LOUIS L. FISHBEIN and 
NATALIE L. FISHBEIN 
800 Third Avenue, 1 Z th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 



ZOO'd 1\1101 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190202/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREliOW,, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS T W ,  L.P., hereby request 

summary judgncnt in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil. Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEUS, LP., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claimS a g h t  

defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P., , be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudicc and without costs. 
w, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 2 Rector Strcct, 14* Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
(21 2) 31 3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

ZOO'd 3HOOM 9 NWNBBI13M AHHY8 99:PT ZTOZ-8P-AON 



CL,B56042/Iegal/nosjm/DECEMBEK 20 12 

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

X 
DOROTHY T. BOVA, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 16852/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N~~ york 10oGPUNTY CLERKIS OF'@' McTiernan 8L Moore 

NEW yoRK 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

3/23 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105453/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg AR 2 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED, 

nd 



CLB55045/legal/nosjm/November 20 12 

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

X 
VINCENT D. PISTONE, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 104645/06 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

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 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg MAR *'I' CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. - 
700 Broadway Barr McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New 

NEW 
OUNTY CLERK'S o f f k d b r  Street, 14th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

nd 



ENT REFERS TO: 
: Index No: 1 O8667K7, 

J .  ARRRMS ANrb C A K o r x N  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.. 0. SMPTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ei nl. j 

IV~IEREF'ORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against dcfendant, Odcfabco Iiic., wi 1 prejudice in this action. arid there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERF=,D, that upon riotice to all co-defendants, a11 clainis and cross claims agains~ 

ddabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pejuudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney lor D e h d a n t  
Bakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KL~JGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcct-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaiiitiffs 
Abmis ,  Frederick J. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, N e w  York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

so O r n G M D ,  



SUI'W,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(E-Ieitler, I.) 

Index No.: 190256/f 0, 

T 
Plaintiff. 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'I'ER PRODUC'I'S, CO., et ul. \ 

\VHEREFOKE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summaq7 judgment in the 

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

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

opposition Ihcreto, 

ONIElED, t h t  upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross ctairns against 

defcnciant, Oakfabco Inc., bc aid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attormy for Defendant 
Qahfabco Inc, 
M C C I V ~ E Y  & KLuCim, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
Ncw York, New Ysrk 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
i ,IJC:Y CAfJA( iN0 ,  Kndividudlly dnd PUBLIC 
ADMINIS IRATOR BX COINTY 8s Adr~iinistrator for 
the Estatc of h.IAIZIO CARFAGNU, 
WEITZ & LUXENB~KC;, P.C. 
700 Broadwd ~ (212) 509-3456 - 7  7 2 I-.-- 

rK, iueW YO 

(212) 558-5500 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Earl M. Garrett 

. -  I -  - 

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

Index No: 1 10053/99 
12 1704/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant MAR 2 6 2013 

W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICh 0 East 42"d Street 

New York, New York 100 17 NEW YORK 
2 12-490-3000 

-"Fae No. 05335.28271 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 

5405409~. I 



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.) 

\ Index No.: 100919/08, 112962/99 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED FUTIA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JAMES FUTIA, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.  0. 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 9 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 York, New York 
Fch-q 15 ,2013 MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Futia, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1794 
{FOSS0275-1] 



XYFB WSO666/e~al/November2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
FRANK KOONE, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104954/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 i 

without costs. 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORK 
2013Barry McTiernan & Moore Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
TY Cl-ERK'S %&d%rk, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

.d 



X:/FB W5049 7/e~dhVovember2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUM 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102945/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests sumn 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with F 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prc 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

IARY 
,ND 

rY 

212, 

judice 

aitlst 

idice i 

-- \\ harles Neal, Esq. 
ttorneys for FULTON BOILER WORK 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
MAR 2 6 2013 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
F@m313-3600 

d 



CLB56070/legal/nosjdDECEMBER 20 12 

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

X 
MURRAY L. WHITE, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100309/07 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OPaERED, that q c n  notice to a11 co=defer,0211ts, a!! claims z d  cross claims agai~st  

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

without costs. 

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore 
UNTY o m & o r  Street, 14th Floor 

York, New York 10004 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 112522/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore MAR26 2013 Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway 
Rector Street, 14th Floor 
ew York, New York 10006 

New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED, 

id 



-against- Index No.: 109028/06 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 
X ................................................................. 

! I  WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 
1 1  
l i  

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

‘ I  

1 1  

I /  

i l  

I ;  

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 1 1  

j l 

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

without cos+!%,, 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

I 

6 2013 Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

rry McTiernan & Moore 
I 
I 

New York 10006 

I 

SO ORDERE 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101281/07 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OP,”EPSD, th& upcn netice te a!! co-defenchtts, a!! claims and cross claims agaimt 

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

without costs . 

Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

k, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB56073/legal/nosjmlDECEMBER 20 12 

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

X 
EDWARD L. PERRY, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101274/07 

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 Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OPUIEED, that upon notice to all co-defefidants, all claims a d  cross c!aims against 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg MAR 2 6 2013 I CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore 

TY CLERKS OFFlCERector Street, 14th Floor New York, New York 
NEW YORK New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



X:/FB WS0788/epal/DECEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
RONALD P. ROWE, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109028/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudil 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

B 

TY CLERK'S &F&ENea17 Esq* Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 

NEW YORK Attorneys for FULTON BOILER 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

m - -  
MAR G 

I 

WOR 



X:/FB WS0640/epal/DECEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ERNEST D. MOON, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105887/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 a 

without costs. 

I 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

G q y  CLERK’S OFJWB3eys for FULTON BOILER 

2 Rector Street, 14t” Floor 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10006 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED. 

\ 

WORK 

(212) 3 1 3 3  n 4 n / 

in-Heitler 

d 



X:/FB WS~636/ceal/Dccrmber2012 

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

X 
HERBERT KLINDT, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105764/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudic 

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 

~ 

. .. ._ - - Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz d~ Luxenberg 

$//@F~ 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER W 

2 Rector Street, 14‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

co NTY CLERK’S O F F I m r r y  McTiernan & Moore 

(212) 558-550 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

‘OR1 

id 



X:FB W50983/eeaUDECEMBER2OI2 

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

X 
BERNARD J. JOHNSON, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109228/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudi 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

without costs. 

orneys for FULTON BOILER 
ry McTiernan & Moore Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

-. 

WOR 

, 

nd 



X:/FB W50530/e~aIhVovember2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER P 

................................................................. 

NO OYPOSITION SUlL 
JUDGPENT MOTION 
ORDER 

Index fro.: 103409/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ORKS hereby requests sumn 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILFR WORKS with I 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby'dismissed with prc 

without costs. 

ork, New York 10006 

/IAR 
LND 

212, 

:judic 

ainst 

idice 

ION 

, 

Ind 

s 



X:/FB WSO455/e~alRVovember2OI2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
THOMAS J. METZ, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102288/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summar: 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudi 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicl 

without costs. 

i u-I=nn 
NEV‘ 

700 Broadway i I  
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
2 6 2013 

- 
I% r\l  1TT)l/IS eys for FULTON BOILER 

arry McTiernan & Moore 
v TURK 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

0003 9 /, I ,  New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. S h e w e i 2 I -  Ieitler 

\ 
WOR 

’7 

in3 

.s 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SU 
JUDGMENT MOT10 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102561/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests sumqary 
I1 
1 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
700 Broadway CLERKS O F F & R e k o r  Street, 14th Floor I 

I New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
&213-3600 (212) 558-550 

I 

SO ORDERED, I 

~ 

I 

, 

nd 

.. 
3 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102288/06 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. with prejudi 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

MAR 2 6 2013 Attorneys Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New New 

rk, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

CLBS6078/legal/nosjdDECEMBER 20 12 

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

X 
MARY MONTANTE, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendant(s), 
X ................................................................. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101344/07 

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 Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

GmE"nED, that Upon nolice to d l  co-defendants, all clzims and cress claims against 

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

without costs. ,rrl 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenber CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S O F F I C E B ~ ~ Y  McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

York, New York 10006 
313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB56049/1egal/nosjnliDECEMBER 20 12 

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

X 
JAMES MONARCHIO, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 13486/06 

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 Rules Section 321 2, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

without cos&. 

7 1-7- Frank Ortiz, Esq.- - ---- - - - - - - - - -- - - 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway NEW YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10003, 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 e; 2013 

e, 

and 



Cl.U56025/legal/nos~m/DECEMBER 2012 

SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X 
BERNARD J. JOHNSON, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109228/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 OD03 

MAR 2 6 20f3Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

rk, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

> 

ind 



SUPREME COU 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. 

WHEREFORE$ de 
judgment in the above-entitled cas 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same 

costs. 

(212) 232-1300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM BROGLIO, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiffs, 

X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No: 1903 76/20 12 

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

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

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

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

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
245 Park Avenue, 39'" Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC 
F/WA SQUARE D COMP 
599 Lexington Avenue (212) 668-1 122 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF\CE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YQRK 

~ 

e- 

\ l ps!> 
fb' L - 3  w 



c 

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: 
Lea M. Marinopolous, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of Constantine S. 
Koutsakis, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

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

Index No.: 108521/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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 & DiBo 0. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York 

Lea M. Marinopolous, as Mario & DiBono 
Administratrix f o r  the Estate 
of Constantine S. Koutsakis 44 Wall St 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 732-2000 

So Ordered: 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

i 

X 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA and MARIE TRANFAGLIA, Index No. 190270-2011 

Plaint iff s, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

i 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
PERKINS ENGINES, INC., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Perkins Engines, Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

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

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

Perkins Engines, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Patt i  Burshtyn, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plain tqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERKS ~%@P8aJovakidis,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. NEW YORKSedgwick LLP 

Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

so 0 RDERE D, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, Index No. 190156-2012 

Plaint iff s, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al, including 
PERKINS ENGINES, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Perkins Engines, Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

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

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

Perkins Engines, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

?I’xsuL/ L---”,”- - 

Patd Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for P/ciint$fs NEW YORK Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc. 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
COUNTY CLERK‘S 0 ~ 6 d I @ & k  LLP 

Hon. S‘fiGmiein H 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM AND FRANCIS 
MARY GORHAM. 

-against- 

SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

INDEX NO.: 190081-2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, lnc, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, and there being no 
opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 
defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, be and th 
and without costs. 

Dated: ./.#=- 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) William Gorham 

Richard C. Po/ley, Esquire - c- 
Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
Two PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5402 

SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

INDEX NO.: 190081 -201 1 
WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM AND FRANCIS 
MARY GORHAM, 

-against- 

SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, 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 Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, and there being no 
opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 
defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, 
and without costs. 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10036 

MAR 2 6 2093 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) William Gorham 

Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
Two PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5402 
Attorneys for Defendant, 



THOMAS R. NOLAN SR. (Deceased) 108 180/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff' f 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAh 

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 againsl 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 8i 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 

DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CLERKS OFFI&STRUCTION CO., INC. 

RK 200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 
(5  16) 294-543 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff'! 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAb 

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 agains 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY ~3 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

N#4Rz6 TI SHMAN REALTY & 

TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

so ORDERED, 

UCTION CO., INC . 

FEZ 



DONALD B. PRENTICE (Deceased) 

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

Index No. 
10 128 1/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 2012 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest tc 

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. 

,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO OR .DERED , 

REALTY HOLD1 

TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets Road 

F'E3 2 7  22'13 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

........................................................................ X 
This Document Relates to: 

GERARD E. SCHIAVO 1 12522/06 

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

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ERS & McMANUS 

ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



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: Alberts 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

as Successor in Interest to 
ML' 2 6 .t!u\3 TISHMAN REALTY & 

NSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

OR\.( Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

FEFj 2 7  2!13 



SUPREME COURT OF TAE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ........................................................................ 

FRANCIS MALEY 

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

Index No. 
190209/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest tc 

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 againsl 

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 
L L C Q ~ . ~ ~  7 , 2013 

-. 

Ad6ffl Dre8icS Ef 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 

Successor in Interest to 
SHMAN REALTY & 

MAR 2 6 2093 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
FEB 2 7  if213 



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

.......................................................................... X NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 00-1 15014 
X .......................................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AUPiEEPQ TORN?,§ JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
9 ILL n 

-ss\& c! 
WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaint 

Samuel Goldblatt, 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Benjamin R. 

(212) 558-5500  OFF\^^ 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
ffalo, NY 14202 
6 )  853-8100 

\:..c 
0 ,  14310376 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

David M. Bottom 

I -  - I -  - I -  

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

Index No: 101286/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 12-490-3000 
Î_ .File No, 05335.32473 

SO ORDERED, D 

5404513v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Floyd Bivens 

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

Index No: 102565/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ?I+.e(\? 

Frank O&z, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
709 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

File No. 05335.16399 
2 12-490-3000 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

5404504~. 1 



, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

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

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 109357/02 

Frederick Ciampi 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

AR 2 6 2013 

MAR 0 (i 2013 

5404668~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Rezziero F. Del Gallo 

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

Index No: 108752/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

New York, NY 10003 
MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 212-490-3000 
*-NO. 05335.04774 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 

5404689v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

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

Index No: 103970/07 

Louis A. DiMaggio 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

CLERK'S OFFICE 212~490~3000 
NEW YORK 

ile No. 05335.32542 

[ SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 1 

5404697~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Robert F. Downes 

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

Index No: 102983/07 ' 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

I dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I 

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

defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBI 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 05335.33248 

MAR 2 6 2043 New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, I 

MAR 0 5 2013 

54047 1 1 v. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Donald Ford 

. -  I -  - 

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

Index No: 10245410 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - r - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New Yark 10017 

File No. 05335.16401 

New York, NY 10003 

‘S OFFICE 2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

5405393v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ivan Sweberg 

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

Index No: 122 197/99 
1 14395/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

Dated: New York, New York 
kio Z ( a , D G  

Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York co&&y 10 CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, - 

5408958v.l 

New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.13648 
2 12-490-3000 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Ivan Sweberg 

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

Index No: 122 197199 
11439YOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ON COMPANY 

NEW yoRK New York, New York 10017 

5408976v.1 



t 

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

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas E. Neubauer Sr. and Catherine Neubauer 

Index No: 102493/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - _ - _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, incorrectly s/h/a “ROCKBESTOS, 
INC.” (hereinafter “RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC”) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC without prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: z’F./% \ 3  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC 
150 East 42nd Street 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, __ 

New York. New York 100 17 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFIC~12-490-3boo 

A F W  YORK Our File No.: 07696.01648 





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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Vincent Monteleone 

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

Index No: 1043 12/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & PICKER LLP Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 MAR 2 6 2013 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

540544 1 v. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Joseph J. Pafundi 

I -  - 

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

Index No: 1 17693/0 1 
105603/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP I 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

New York, NY 10003 
MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE2 12-490-3000 
5335.03885 , 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 (i 2013 

5405457~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Michael Macknin and Barbara Macknin 

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

Index No: 190143/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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: 
f 

MAR 2 6 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 couNly CLERK’S OFFICE 

2 12-490-3000 NEW y0RK 

SO ORDERED, 

5067416v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

James L. Scott and Doris Scott 

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

Index No: 1 19792/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

3- 2-7- > 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK A.W. Chesterton Company 

150 East 42”d Street 
-YoTE;”New York 100 17 

le No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 

i 5343902v.1 



Edward Lorenc and Veronica Lorenc NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, Individually and as successor to AMTICO FLOORS” (herein 
after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
245 Park Ave., 39th Floor 
New York. NY 10 167 

LLP 

American Biltrite Inc. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

-”File No. 13139.00236 

SO ORDERED, 

5258468~.  1 



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

IN RE NEW Y O U  COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190005/13 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Owen Traynor and Mary Traynor 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ L _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, incorrectly sMa “BURNHAM, LLC, 
Individually, and as successor to BURNHAM CORPORATION’ (hereinafter “BURNHAM LLC”) 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants BURNHAM LLC 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

245 Park Avenue, 39fh Floor 
New York, NY 10167 BURNHAM LLC 

150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

5372922v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

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

Index No: 105067/99 

Robert Calder 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

MAR 2 6 2013 
ew York, New York 100 17 

-File No. 05335.03640 

SO ORDERED, 

A 
5404535v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

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

Index No: 108752/99 
106649/02 

James McKinney NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: A, 21 a4 

is 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C: 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 

File No. 05335.04790 
2 12-490-3000 

------̂ -. . - 

10017 

5405437~. 1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

IndexNo.: 190190/12 
MILTON ALAN GORDAN, I I 

Plaintiff(S), I I 

I 
I 
I -against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

BIRD & SON, INC., et al. 

Defendanqs). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests surrrmary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, George A. 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, George A: Fuller Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
George A. Fuller Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA SMKOLNIK LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Milton A. Gordon 
3 50 Fifth Avenue, Suite 74 13 
NewYork,NewYork 10118 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry”klei&$feitfer 

MAR 0 ,$ 2013 12260330 

(N0163657-1) 



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: 

JAMES E. MCGINNITY SR. and BRIDGET 
MCGINNITY, 

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

i Index No.: 104643/07, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

~ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 9 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 h f - q  \s ,2013 

McGinnity, James E. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{F0850275- 1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 122205/99, 108594/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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, I 

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 
R8 ,2013 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20904 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101281/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 

defcndmt FULTON BOILER WOPXS be and the same are hereby dimissed with prejjudice ana 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100309/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 

clefendmt FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same Ere hereby dismissed with prejudice m d  

'foRK Attorneys for FULTON BO11 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

Phan Alvarado,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadwav 

' I  

New York, N? 10003 

,ER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 





Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104645106 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 prejudicq and 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs ~ ~ x t t i i h e y ~  for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

cLE!$~~ Barry McTiernan & Moore 
NEU 2 Rector Street, 14‘h Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

0 

- 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



X:/FB W50925/epnVDEcEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
GERARD SCHIAVO, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 112522/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudi 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg - 
700 Broadway 3,/b113 
New York, NY 10003 

,-,r .. . ' ~ 

N~~ yOR@arry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t'1 Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

,ER WOR 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

.nd 

s 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

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

Index No: 190488/12 

Benedetto Berardi and Anna Berardi 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x - - - - - - - - -  

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 32 12, 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 claims and cross claims against 
defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY AND 
AUTOMATION, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as 
successor in interest to SIEMENS 
ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, NY 10 167 

2 6 2°'3 

SO ORDERED, 

5403 147v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190308/11 
Anthony Ferrara and Emily Ferrara 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a “CONWED 
CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Wood Conversion Company” 
(hereinafter “CONWED CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 CONWED CORPORATION 

York, New York 10017 

“‘No.: 0741 5.00001 

4772233v.1 



Dcfccndants. 1 

WHEREFORE2 defcndanit, Courter & Conrpany, Inc.. 

j uclgnient in the aborre entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rrrles 4 32 12, dismissing 

piaintil'f's' ~oniplaint  against defendant, Courter C! Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

defendant, Churter & Company, hc.;  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

wilhoul costs. 

Datcd: Ncw York, New Y ork 
,2013 

Attorney Ibr Plaintiffs 
Abr6ms, Ercdcrick J. 
W ~ r r z  & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 'BroadlQay 

Courtcr & Company, Tnc. 
b iCchJNEY & KLVGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcet-Suite 2300 
New Yotk, New Yorh 1000.1 
('2 12) 509-3456 

York 10003 

so OIWEIED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 



i 

_I- 1 (Hcitlcr, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT RE%RS TO: 

’ Index No.: 108667i07, 
FREDERICK J. A B M b l S  AND CAROLYN 
ABRAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

+gains t- 

A. o. SM1I.I-I WATER PRODUCTS co., el al. 

Defendants, 

WHElZEFOE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumnary judgment in 

the above erititlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffi’ 

complaint against defendant, TI-eadwell orporation, with rcrjudicc in this action. and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same arc hereby disniissed with pi-4 d i c e  

without costs. 

Attoriicy fur PlainW‘s 
Treadwell Cnrporntioil Abranis, Frederick JL 
MCGIVNEY C f c .  KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
N<XW York, New York 10004 

%??IT2 & LUXENBERG, 
’900 Broadway 
New York, New YO& 10003 

(2 12) 5 09-3456 

so ORDERED, 
MAR 0 2;:3 



SUPP&ME COURT OF TIE STATE OF NEW YOKK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ex No.: 105667/07, 
CK 9. ABIMMS ANI1 CRROT,YN 
> 

‘H’ 

-dgainst- 

A. 0. SlWITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el‘ 01. j 

Defendants. I 

EREFORE, defendant, T i s h m  Liquidating Corp.. hereby iequesrs surnnmy 

p I ai titi ffs ’ conip 1 ain t :lea; n s t d e fendant , Ti shman Ei qui d at ing Co rp . , with prej lid i c e i 11 tb is act io 11, 

and there being no opposition Ihcreto, 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y7ork 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
‘Tislman Liquidating Co1-p. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
M c C i i \ . - ~ i ~  Rt KLUGFR, P.C. 

700 Broadway 



EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB (Deceased) 

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

Index No. 
114637/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
DECEMBER 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 TISHMAP 

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 agains 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 6 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC . , 
CLERKS OH&ssor in Interest to 

NEW YORK TISHMAN REALTY & 
RUCTION CO., INC. 

n ;g 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SANTOS ASSENZIO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL, 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190008-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-enti 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint aga 

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 agains 

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New Y- CLERK'S QRB&&ork, New York 10279 

233 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK (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 RELATES TO: 

ROBERT BRUNCK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190026-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entit 

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

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. 
NEW Y 

P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys fo-ley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

:d 

st 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN CISLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY m E I N  HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190044-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint agail: 

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 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEVEN LANCELOT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190193-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entit 

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

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. , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCNEILL, 
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 

SO ORDERED: SO ORDERED: 

P.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEP 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and 
KATHLEENLANCELOT 

Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

ORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190193-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

-Qd: quII &>---*. (L- ,, 6. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Construction Company, 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

:he 

YS 

no 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190044-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN CISLER and CAROL CISLER 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

1 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

without costs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OF 
ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

Attorneys for Turner Construction Company, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, N E W  YORK W I  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

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 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER DEPAOLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190464-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintil 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

U & < 4 G 0  1 6  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Turner Construction Company, 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

ie 

'S 

10 



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. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McM 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for DefendmUNTy L E R ~ , ~  oiF,cE 
‘JTV REALTY HOLDINGS, wiw yORK 

as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. , 
200 I.U. Willets Road n 
Albertson, New York 11507 r-J 

SO ORDERED, 
FE8 2 7  



CHARLES R. GRAVES (Deceased) 

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

Index No. 
1 13490/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. ; (-j L u l j  

SO ORDERED, 

- 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

'ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ........................................................................ 

BERNARD J. JOHNSON 

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

Index No. 
109228/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

FEDWARDS 
IMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 MAR 2 6 2013 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
COUNTY CLERK'S Q ~ & @ ~ U C T I O N  c o . ,  INC. 

YORK 200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ........................................................................ 

HERBERT B. KLINDT (Deceased) 

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

Index No. 
105764/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
DECEMBER 2012 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS7 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 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 
TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
2 6 2093 TISHMAN REALTY & 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.?3i’i&; Klein Heitler 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1149351’07, 

SUSAN ANDERSON, Individually and Executrix j 
for the Estate of LEONARD ANDERSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27125 



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.) 

i Index No.: 104635/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE BEMENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 ’ 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk N w York al,ab\, ,201 3 

I 

, 
J a m i b .  Coope? Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bement, George 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

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

*** 
pl’, 1 

324-8934 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NILSA CRUZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ELEUTERIO CRUZ and NILSA CRUZ, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 I4948/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Cruz, Eleuterio 
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 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1822 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 112264107, 

MICHELLE DEMAIO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of VINCENT DEMAIO and MICHELLE 
DEMAIO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k Ne York 
G&&i\ 2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
DeMaio, Vincent 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8996 I 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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 105846/07, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

MICHAEL FLOOD, Executor for the Estate of 
MARY C. FLOOD, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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 Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e L 7 F - Y  York 
,2013 

\ I 

I 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Flood, Mary C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8977 



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

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

j Index No.: 105846/07, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL FLOOD, Executor for the Estate of 
MARY C. FLOOD, 

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 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. 

Dated: Ne Y rk N w York q&l ,2013 

Ker#&nJ$kook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Flood, Mary C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22875 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105846107, 
! 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

MICHAEL FLOOD, Executor for the Estate of 
MARY C. FLOOD, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 q r s ?  York 
,2013 

Treadwell Corporation Flood, Mary C. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22406 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL FLOOD, Executor for the Estate of 
MARY C. FLOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105846/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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. 

Dated: New Y rk Ne York ,? \$bjl, 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Flood, Mary C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
F- 

k-2 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

~ 

2383-27661 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL FLOOD, Executor for the Estate of 
MARY C. FLOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 105846/07, 

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 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. 

Y- 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1803 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
n\r RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

/ NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122205/99, 108594/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

without costs. 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26033M 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114935/07, 

SUSAN ANDERSON, Individually and Executrix j 
for the Estate of LEONARD ANDERSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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. 

Dated: New ork, N w York ‘Xqa!, ,201 3 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Anderson, Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22471 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 104635/07, 

GEORGE BEMENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bement, George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22855 



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

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

j Index No.: 104635/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE BEMENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 9 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 againsl 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo' k, Ne York a\,&\ 20 13 
MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Bement, George 
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, 

1235-22389 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 104635/07, 

GEORGE BEMENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j 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 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 Y 'rk, N'w York 
~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  20 13 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-29630 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE BEMENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104635/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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, 
I 

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 ork, N w York &7:2!;\ ,2013 

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

SO ORDERED, - 

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

MAR 0 6 2513 

2571-1798 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LILLIAN GILLISH, Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL BORDAK and OLGA 

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

i Index No.: 106355/07, 
! 

BORDAK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

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

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Ydrk. N e b  York 

I 

JamgB. Coope;, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bordak, Michael 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8912 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LILLIAN GILLISH, Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL BORDAK and OLGA 
BORDAK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 106355/07, 

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 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 Y k, Ne York d,%\ 2013 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22878 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LILLIAN GILLISH, Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL BORDAK and OLGA 
BORDAK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106355/07, 

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 tj 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 Y k, N w York (Q-h)\, 201 3 

I 

, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Treadwell Corporation Bordak, Michael 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-224031 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LILLIAN GILLISH, Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL BORDAK and OLGA 
BORDAK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

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

Index No.: 106355/07, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
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 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. 

,2013 
MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC 
R 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Bordak, Michael 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 3.90.  

SO ORDERED, 

10003 

2383-27664 



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: 
j Index No.: 114935/07, 

SUSAN ANDERSON, Individually and Executrix / 
for the Estate of LEONARD ANDERSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 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. 

Dated: New Yo 

\ 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anderson, Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22949 



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

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part30 : (Heitlet, J.) 
I I 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
f Index No.: 101 1W07, 11 1232/01, 
I 1 1 9782/0 1 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

PETER M. TREMBLAY, SR. AND HELEN 
TREMBLAY, I 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant(s>. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests suiiunary 

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

plaintiff” complaint against defeiidant, Tislmian Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim and cross c l a i m  against defendant, 

Tishnian Liquidating Corporation be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

OOK, csq. 
EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishm an Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter M. Tremblay, Si-. and Helen Tremblay 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(312) 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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CI-IERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate of 
JAMES J. WOODS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. : 107446/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AM) ORDER 

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

Defendants. __-. 

WKEREFORE, defcndant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oaltfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: N e k v s  NefYTk 
’\9 \ -  

\ \  \ I  
\ 

- 
I 

\ 

Oakfabco, Iizc. James J. Woods 
MCGNNEY & KJ~UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Sti-eet-Suite 2300 
New Yorlc, New York 10004 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KOMGSBERG, LLP 
SO0 Third Avenue, 13Ih F1 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEFUD, 

Z J n  

FEB 31 2013 
2571 -0826 

I 



INDEX NO. 190152/2012 

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 02/21/2013 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

REFERS TO: 

GA 
CA 

Flainti ffs, 

-against- 

ODUCTS eo., et al. : 
Defendants. : 

Index No.: t90152/12 

w ORE, defendant, Bradco Sup 

judgment in the above entitl case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and hies 9 3212, di 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bradco Supply Corpomtion, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

COUNTY CLER 

Attorney for Defendant 
Bradco Supply Corporation 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SQ ORDERED, 



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

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

I IndexNo.: 101 141/07, 11 1232/01, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

PETER M. TREMBLAY, SR. AND HELEN I 1 19782/0 1 
TREMBLAY, I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter M. Tremblay, Sr. and Helen Tremblay 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 186984-1 } 

24-6207AX 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT SOTO and SUZANNE SOTO, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL INC., et. al., 

Index No.: 190290/12 
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 York 

/ Weitzfg Luxenberg, PC SINGER 
~ttornkys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LESTER G. SCOTT and CAROL SCOTT, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Index No.: 190175/12 

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 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER’), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 wi 

without costs to either party 

Dated: New YQrk, N;Y 

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

I -  MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK‘S C 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

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: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein H 

BENEDETTO BERARDI and ANNA BERARDI, 
Index No.: 190488/1: 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGI 
MOTION AND OR 

WHEREFORE, defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. hereby requests summaryjuc 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. with prejudice, and therl 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejud 

245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
(212) 668-1 122 

SO ORDERED, 

TINGUE, BROWN & CO. 
1 North Broadway. Suite 10 10 
White Plains, New York 10 
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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 Qdison 

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-clai$ns 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 MAR26 2013 Consolidated Edison Company ol 

York, Inc. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Irving 'lace 
NEW YORK New York, NY 10003-3598 

c 
SO ORDERED: L 

Our File No FEi3 2 7  2013 
S-4937-03 

New 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1/18/13 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALAN ZELENKA 

INDEX NO. 
190428/09 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEI' 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, 11 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated 

'LER 

Y 

.C . 

,aw 

?dison 

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-clailms 

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

dismissed with Dreiudice and without costs. 

RICHARD W. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No 
S-4009- 10 

'. 

'New 
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'Mc:CC(jpk) 
12/18/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Hisun Company of New Yo&, Inc, 

hereby requests summm judgment in the above-entitled case, pmuatlp to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Bdison 

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and them being nn opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 20 all co-defendants, ail 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. 

New York, NY 10003 York. Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

, ._ NY - 10003-3598 

so ORDErnD: 

Our File No 
S-4876-03 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

TOT IL P.83 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1/18/13 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE NOVAK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 113937102 and 106581/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ j  

’ HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
’ JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
i ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Iac. 

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-claiins 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6770-2 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1/24/13 

Our File No 
S-6140-01 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER M. TREMBLAY, SR. 

INDEX NO. 
119782/01 and 101 141/07 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HE11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, 11 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated 

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-claj 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

BABINECZ, ES( 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 MAR 2 6 2013 Inc- 4 Irving Place 

w Yirk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

FE9 2 7  2c13 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LISA M. PIESEK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MICHAEL RABIDEAU, I 

I Index No.: 102948/08 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby reques 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321: 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company wit 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Michael Rabideau 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0188547-1) 



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

Index No.: 102948/08 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

LISA M. PIESEK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MICHAEL RABIDEAU, I 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiff 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New&/!!: York 
2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway m-, r -  
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 

Estate of Michael Rabideau 

\ vi ;z New York, New @ 

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

SO ORDERED, 

FEFj 3’1 2033 

1122-23013 

(N0188541-1) 



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 

I 

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

I Index No.: 102948/08 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

LISA M. PIESEK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MICHAEL RABIDEAU, I 

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

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

De fendant(s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summa 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissir 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and the1 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

without costs. without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGE< P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Michael Rabideau 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 188546-1 1 



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: 

CAROLINE RADETICH, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of PETER RADETICH and 
CAROLINE RADETICH, Individually, 

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

Index No.: 108668/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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. 

, 2013 
MAR26 2013 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1812 



r 

JAMES REILLY and BEVERLY F. REILLY, : 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : Index No(s).: 105453-06 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
(ALCOA), et al., 

Defendants. 
X ......................................................... 

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

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

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

Defendant ' 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. NY 10022-6030 

. . I  c 
L 

FES 2 7  2@13 SO ORDERED, 



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

X .................................................................. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

CARMEN WILSON and RUBY WILSON, 

X .................................................................. 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

. Index No.: 190143-1 1 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

3M COMPANY f/Wa Minnesok Mining & Manufacturing : 
Co., et al., 9 NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

X .................................................................. 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. (“CRANE PUMPS”) hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE PUMPS with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Patrick Timmids, Esq. lford Kneis, Esq. MAR 2 6 2013 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 Third Avenue, 1 l* Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

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

# 



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

X ................................................................. 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM BROGLIO, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiffs, 

X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No: 190376/2012 

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

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

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

above-entitled cases, 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 

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
245 Park Avenue, 3gth Floor CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10 167 
(2 12) 668- 1 122 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FERDINAND LINES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190255-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entit 

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

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, M @ - ~ ~ S O N ,  MCNEII 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

>L, P.C. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY DiRUSSO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105614-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitb 

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

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. 

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 CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRETCHEN SOUTHER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190194-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entil 

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

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 agains 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, &ICP@RSON, MCNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

- 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

:d 

st 

ICE 



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

X Index No.: 190376/12 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This Document Relates To: 
WILLIAM BROGLIO, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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

-against- 

CUMMINS INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., (incorrectly named as CUMMINS ENGINE 

COMPANY, INC.) (hereinafter “CUMMINS”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against Defendant CUMMINS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that 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. 

Joseph P. Williams Ji. Associate& P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintif& 
245 Park Ave, 3gth Floor 
New York, NY 10 1 67 

A (212) 668-1 122 

MAR26 2043 

Attorneys for CUMMINS INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190375/12 

LEWIS WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiff( s) , NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

/ ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39fh Floor 
New York, NY 10167 Weil-McLain 
(212) 668-1 122 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

FlCE 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT E. SMITH and MARY SMITH, 

X 

X 

........................................................................ 

........................................................................ 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190438/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, 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, 

BWm, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Yofk, Ne/w York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

c---- COUNTY CLERKS 0 
NEW YORK 

Theodore Eder, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10167 

(212) 668-1 122 (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

FtCE 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWLP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

BWm, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

S, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
245 Park Ave., 39fi Floor 
New York, NY 10 167 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH SALERNO and CAROLYN SALERNO, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190133/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al., 
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 1 

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. 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York,New York 10022 

245 Park Avenue, 39‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
(2 12) 668- 1 122 

SO ORDERED, 

P 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 same are 

Dated: Albertsw, New York 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadwav 

S & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 
REALTY HOLDINGS. INC., 

W 
New York, NY 10003 M~~ 2 6 2013 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
R K ~  O F F I ~ ~ N S T R U C T I O N  co., INC. 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 , 

SO ORDERED, I 

I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I IndexNo: 
This Document Relates to: 37 7/02 

Joseph Collesano 
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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s z l @ r  ,2013 

A D >  \ 

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

FI 
MAR26 2013 

DARGER ERFL4NTE 
Attorneys for 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Flo 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 3  2013 



1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

v 
McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBER 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, 
294- 

SO ORDERED, 
FETJ $ 7  291113 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

____------------_-------------------*----------------------------------- X DECEMBER 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 TISHMAK 

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 againsl 

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: Albertso , New York 'Lh , 2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attornevs for Plaintiffs 

- 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 2813 as Successor in Interest to 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets Road 

MRR 
~ ~ R ~ S  o F ~ \ ~ Q N S T R U C T I O N  CO., INC. 

%'FORK Albertson. New York 11507 



I 

IRVING FEUERMAN (Deceased) 

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

Index No. 
108 170/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X DECEMBER 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 agains 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 8 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MAR26 2 
1 - 

JAMES EDWARDS ~m I Y CLERK’, 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANWW YOF; 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

ttorneys for Defendant 
V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

; New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
P 

I 

3 

OFFICE 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID REEVE, Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of DEBORAH REEVE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 113812/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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. 

,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22455 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108668107, 
i 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

CAROLINE RADETICH, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of PETER RADETICH and 
CAROLINE RADETICH, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, j 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, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

MAR26 2013 
a\--, 20 13 

OUNTY CLERK' 

Treadwell Corporation Radetich, Peter 
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 - E W= 

1235-22436 I 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 108668/07, 

CAROLINE RADETICH, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of PETER RADETICH and 
CAROLINE RADETICH, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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. 

ttorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Radetich, Peter 
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, 

2383-21692 



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, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID REEVE, Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of DEBORAH REEVE, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 113812/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereb; requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

r 
L/ /i COUNTY CLERK’S O F F I e  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Reeve, Deborah 

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, 

324-8989 



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: 
j Index No.: 113812/07, 

DAVID REEVE, Proposed Executor for the Estate j 
of DEBORAH REEVE, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o’k N w York 
,2013 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

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

1122-22936 



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

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

j Index No.: 108668/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE RADETICH, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of PETER RADETICH and 
CAROLINE RADETICH, Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York pplcr\. 2013 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22907 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND L. RYSEDORPH and MARJORIE 
RY SEDORPH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109123/01, 118312/96, 
11 1034/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND S., INC., 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. 

,2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rysedorph, Raymond 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

MAR 0 6 2Ol3 SO ORDERED, 
I 
I 
I 
I 1235-3431 



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.: 106539/07, 

j 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE SPEILLER, Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of STANLEY SPEILLER and YETTA 
SPEILLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2013 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Speiller, Stanley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8948 



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 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108668/07, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

CAROLINE RADETICH, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of PETER RADETICH and 
CAROLINE RADETICH, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER , 

-against- 

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

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

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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 1 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 

COUNTY 
N 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Radetich, Peter 
WEITZ & LUXENERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE C. PAPP, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STEPHEN E. PAPP, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NYCAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106354/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMI'I'H 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. 

Dated: New Y ' k, N w York dx\ ,2013 

I 

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

Papp, Stephen E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22880 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106354/07, 

j 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ANNE C. PAPP, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STEPHEN E. PAPP, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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 1 

being no opposition thereto, 

I 

I 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Papp, Stephen E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

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

MAR 0 6 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-22405 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106354107, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

ANNE C. PAPP, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STEPHEN E. PAPP, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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 Yo k, Ne York 2 l a 5 2 0 1 3  
\ \ 

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

Papp, Stephen E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Y F= ?-= kc E (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-- - 
MAR 8 6 2013 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-29703 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106354/07, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ANNE C. PAPP, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate OF STEPHEN E. PAPP, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Papp, Stephen E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

r;nas 

k 
MAR e 6 2013 SO ORDERED, 

324-8974 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARTHUR H. JUNI JR. and MARY JUNI, 

X 

X 

...................................................................... 

...................................................................... 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

Index No. : 1903 15/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT' 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ....................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC hereby request summary 
judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF 
CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED I 

PARTNERSHtP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
hip Limited 

on, New York 11507 
Willets Road 

Our File No. : ESZ 02030 FAC 
SO ORDERED, 

1 



SUPREME COUR&IF  HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ...................................................................... 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Compa-n.:r; et al., 

w' 
'FEB 112013 

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

Index No. : 190284/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant THOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, Individually and 
as Successor to Elastimold hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
defendant THOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to 
Elastimold, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant THOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to 
Elastimold, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - 

omas A. Montiglio, Esq 
AHMUTY , DEMERS & McMANUS 

C L E R ~ ~ F i i &  for Defendant 
~oRKHOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, 

New York, New York 10036 Individually and as Successor to Elastimold 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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.: 113812/07, 

DAVID REEVE, Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of DEBORAH REEVE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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, 

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, N w York (21,%\ ,201 3 

COUNTY CLERK' 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Reeve, Deborah 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 -5500 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERE 

2571-1819 



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: 
j Index No.: 105 163/07, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

BEATRICE DELISE, Executrix for the Estate of 
ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., here,y requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yak,  New York 

MAR 2 6 2013 

/I COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE f\ 

I 

Jamikh. Cooper:Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Rodriguez, Anibal 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8979 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEATRICE DELISE, Executrix for the Estate of 
ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 105 163/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

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. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York ,2 I,=\ ,2013 

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

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

f (212) 558-5500 

- 
1122-22877 



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

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

j Index No.: 105 163/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEATRICE DELISE, Executrix for the Estate of 
ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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 againsl 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York Ld,a), 20 13 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22401 



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

j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 105163/07, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEATRICE DELISE, Executrix for the Estate of 
ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

- -  
2383-27662 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105 163/07, 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

BEATRICE DELISE, Executrix for the Estate of 
ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary jucgment 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, 

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 Ne York ,A,%!, 201 3 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

5- c 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR o 6 2313 



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

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

j Index No.: 104641/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS YAGER AND HOPE YAGER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 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. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
&)),a\ ,2013 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Yager, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Y 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27653 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 1 19782/01 & 
101 141/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI , Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, 

Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Re 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 NAk 2 ‘6 2023 (914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.93605 //1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HAROLD MATEJOVIC I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 1092454 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, 

smissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 

File No.: 473.93585 
(914) 345-7301 





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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FREDERICK A. GREIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190368/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River R 
Elmsford, New York 1 

File No.: 473.93582 
(914) 345-7301 

-__- 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
5- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MARIO CARFAGNO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 190256/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, 

he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M A M ,  O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffts) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.93572 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2513 



. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DANIEL CURCI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190294/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, 

he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premi 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.95143 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, EW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ALVIN L. BASCOMB I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 120394/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Adience, Inc. fMa 

BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

DOHMY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.94647 



X:/FB WS1180/e~a1/2)ECEMBER20I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
................................................................. X 
EDWARD L. PERRY, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101274/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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 

defeiidznt FLJLTGN BOILER WCRKS be m d  the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a - without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORK: 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorney for Pllintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDEREI 

MAR 0 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BARBARA WALKER as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MURRAY N. 
WALKER, SR. and BARBARA WALKER as 
Spouse 

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

Index No.: 190433/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Katahdin Paper Company LLC (improperly sued as Katahdin 

Paper Company LLC (Individually and as Successor to Great Northern Paper)) (“Katahdin”), hereby 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Katahdin with prejudice, and there being bo 

opposition thereto. 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Katahdin Paper Company LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20fh F or 
New York, New York 10017 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor Y 

SO ORDERED, 

1909735 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 19043311 1 

BARBARA WALKER as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MURRAY N. 
WALKER, SR. and BARBARA WALKER as 
Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Fraser Papers Holdings, Inc. (“Fraser”), hereby requests summsury 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Fraser with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

OUNT 

GarIy & Strauss, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th 
New York, New York 100 17 

- 
./ Attorneys for Fraser Papers E-Ioldings, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
88 Pine Street, 24’ Floor 

LLP 

w York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1909735 



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

SHIRLEY MARTINEZ, Individually and : 
as Personal Representative of the Estate of 
ANGEL MARTINEZ, Deceased, 

: 

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

INDEX NO.: 190421/10 
......................................................... 

I 

vs. 

Plaintiff, 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET. : 
AL, 

Defendants. 

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 
February zo, 20 13 

I / /  MAR 2 6 / 

Napoli B e m i P  M~ELROY, DEUTSCH~ MULVANEY, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP. 
Empire -State Building 
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, New York 101 18 

Attorneys for Defendant 
A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 
MAR 0 6 2213 

w 

1902277 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 121214/01, 

JAMES F. O'BRIEN AND JOSEPHINE O'BRIEN, ! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND 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 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk,N w York 
,2013 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

OBrien, James F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
- 
h -  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, MAR Q 6 2813 

324-6367 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. M. OBREMSKI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of DENISE M. OBREMSKI and JOHN J. 
M. OBREMSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 108412/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York al'x\,, 2013 
1 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -- I 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Obremski, Denise M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

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

MAR 0 6 2813 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8959 



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.: 108935/07, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BARBARA A. KEILTY MICHALESKI, 
Individually and as Executrix for the Estate of 
HOWARD S. MICHALESKI 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newc o k, Ne York a -1 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Michaleski, Howard S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8967 



X:/FB W56047/epa021ECEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

................................................................. X 
CHARLES GRAVES, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 1 13490/06 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice wid 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
CLERKIS OF&&peys for FULTON BOILER 

Weitz & Luxenberg NEW YORK Barry McTiernan & Moore 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY loop3 , 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

WORKS 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101591/07 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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 FULTCN BOILER WORKS be xLd the same are hereby dismissed with prejuCiee zir 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOIL 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

OUN CLERK'S oF@&~McTiernan & Moore 
Weitz & Luxenberg NEW 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esc 
Attorney for PIE 
Weitz (n 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003, New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

ER WORKS 



X:/FB W56V58/epaUDEcEMBER2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 1 3 842106 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 

defendstnt FULTON BOILEP. WOP-KS be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Charles Neal, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
RK'S OFMmYork, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 YORK (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/FB W51083/epal/DECEMBER20I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JOHN C. BOWEN, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 116854/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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 szEe are hereby dismissed -with prejudice m d  

without costs. 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 558-550 

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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106355/07, 
i LILLIAN GILLISH, Proposed Executrix for the 

Estate of MICHAEL BORDAK and OLGA 
BORDAK, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary 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, 

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_l\Y&kANe3y York 

-1 2013 MAR 2 6 2013 b 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 . I-. " , . ,- -. , 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Bordak, Michael 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1805 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES T. BRYANT and VIRGINIA BRYANT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 115785/96, 117460/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o k,Ne York L\,&\, 201 3 

MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC 
R 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bryant, James T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 1000 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-10886 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES T. BRYANT and VIRGINIA BRYANT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 115785/96, 117460/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Yo Ne York 
i d @ $ 2 0 1 3  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Bryant, James T. 
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 Y 

(212) 509-3456 

MAR 8 6 2013 
SO ORDERED, -a 

1235-10380 



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.) 

i Index No.: 104036/02, 1 19365/99, 
j 120779/96 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. 
CAIAZZO, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York &.a!, 2013 
\ I MAR 2 6 2093 

NFVV j ? ~ ~  
COUNTY CLERK'S 

\ YO 
J d e  B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Caiazzo, Edward A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ne 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-51241) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107847/07, 

PHYLLIS MELIOTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of VITO MELIOTA, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 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 
I 

Treadwell Corporation Meliota, Vito 
MCGIVNEY & LUGER, 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, 

5-2242(1 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114932/07, 

BARBARA GOLD, Individually and Proposed i 
Administratrix for the Estate of NORMAN GOLD, j 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., her€- y requests 

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

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 

defendat, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Ein Heitler 

4 

324-9003 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107847/07, 

PHYLLIS MELIOTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of VITO MELIOTA, : 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 Rules 0 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. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York (23 i2ir, 2013 
I 

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

Meliotai Vito 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

00 

MAR I) 6 2013 

, 

1122-22893 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS MELIOTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of VITO MELIOTA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 107847/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., herGuy requests 

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. - 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
2 ,2013 

\ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Meliota, Vito 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Y ork 100 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8954 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. MCGINNITY SR. and BRIDGET 
MCGINNITY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 104643/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., herek requests 

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E.quipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 'rk, N w York x\x\ ,2013 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8939 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 104640/07, 

ANTHONY J. FROIX, Executrix for the Estate of 
EVELYN M. FROIX, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reqi :sts 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Froix, Evelyn M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

500 -- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8942 



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, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107847107, 

PHYLLIS MELIOTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of VITO MELIOTA, j 

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, 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, 

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, N' w York 
%\&\ ,2013 

Oakfabco Inc. Meliota, Vito 
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 

MAR 8 6 2513 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1809 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107847/07, 

PHYLLIS MELIOTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of VITO MELIOTA, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

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. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
Qq =>, 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Meliota, Vito 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-21678 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED FUTIA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JAMES FUTIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

Index No.: 100919/08, 112962199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 42b\, ,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Futia, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-9057 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KASPRZYK, as Executor for the Estate of 
HELEN M. KASPRZYK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107842/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

Dated: New Y rk Ne York ,dl&?f, 2013 

MAR 2 6 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kasprzyk, Helen M. 
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 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OWERED, 

2383-21683 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107842/07, 

JOHN KASPRZYK, as Executor for the Estate of ! 
HELEN M. KASPRZYK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 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. 

,2013 

MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 
YO 

Kasprzyk, Helen M. Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 
(2 12) 509-3456 

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: 

JACK KRIEMEIER and JEAN KRIEMEIER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 11 8866/96, 125895/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Yo k 
g&$y,:ool;: 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC 

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

Kriemeier, Jack 
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 ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. 
CAIAZZO, 

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

! Index No.: 104036/02, 119365/99, 
120779/96 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., 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 eo-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_Y$rk, New York 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Caiazzo, Edward A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

1122-7369 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 104036/02, 119365199, 
j 120779196 CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as 

Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. 
CAIAZZO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules fj 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, N w York 21,@:\ ,2013 
MAR 2 6 2013 

Attorney for Defendant- 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Caiazzo, Edward A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6873 



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

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

j Index No.: 104036/02, 119365/99, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. 
CAIAZZO, 

120779/96 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk N‘ w York 
‘L A 1 , 2 0 1 3  

\ 

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

Caiazzo, Edward A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25443 



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.) 

i Index No.: 107879/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CIRO FRUENTE and FLORA FRUENTE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 ' 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

D a t e d : . N , ~ f l o r ~ , ~ e w  York w 2013 MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fruente, Ciro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8955 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CIRO FRUENTE and FLORA FRUENTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107879/07, 

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. 

Dated: New ork w York zl&7 ,2013 

, 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22894 



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: 

CIRO FRUENTE and FLORA FRUENTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 107879/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New Y rk w York 
,2013 

\ I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Fruente, Ciro 
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 1000 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22421 



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.: 107879/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CIRO FRUENTE and FLORA FRUENTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo N w York q&\ ,2013 

MAR26 2013 

COU NTY CLERK' 

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

n (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 3 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CIRO FRUENTE and FLORA FRUENTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 107879/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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, 

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: N e D T ,  7," York a ,2013 
MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Fruente, Ciro 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1807 1 



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: 
j Index No.: 107842/07, 

JOHN KASPRZYK, as Executor for the Estate of 
HELEN M. KASPRZYK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
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. 

MAR26 2013 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Kasprzyk, Helen M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22426 



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.) 

i Index No.: 104036/02, 119365/99, 
! 120779/96 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. 
CAIAZZO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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 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 Yo k,Ne York 
6)1,a!!Y2013 

Kerry&dL436ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1795 ~ 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD CALLENDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 127888/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

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

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. - -  

Dated: New Y rk, N w York ~?j,&\, ,2013 
MAR26 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD CALLENDER, 
j Index No.: 127888/02, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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. 

Dated: New Y rk w York 
2 l$&y ,2013 

MAR 2 6 2013 

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

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

1122-5513 



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: 

EDWARD CALLENDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 127888/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND S., TNC., 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 

e@- w - clr" Ken-- ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Callender, Edward 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & ~ L U G E R ,  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 (212) 558-5500 

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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 127888/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD CALLENDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND S., INC., 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 0 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, I 

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 

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 ORDE 

383-261 135 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 112939/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA LUMSDEN-ROBERTS, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of KENNETH F. 
CARPENTER and SALINA A. CARPENTER, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs , 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Carpenter, Kenneth F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

MAR Q 6 1:J'*3 
, I "  9 

a' 
SO ORDERED, 

i s .  

324-8993 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE R. CLARK, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of THOMAS H. CLARK and JUNE R. 
CLARK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 12677/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clark, Thomas H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8994 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 112677/07, 
i 
j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUNE R. CLARK, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of THOMAS H. CLARK and JUNE R. 
CLARK, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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. 

Dated: NewY k, N York @$at, 2013 MAR 2 6 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

MAR Q 6 Zot3 
* 9  SO ORDERED, 

w* 

1122-22925 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107842/07, 

JOHN KASPRZYK, as Executor for the Estate of j 
HELEN M. KASPRZYK, 

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, 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 Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

\ \ 

MAR 2 6 2013 

JamK B. Coope;, Esq. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

KasprGk, Helen M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

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

MAR 0 6 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8953 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KASPRZYK, as Executor for the Estate of 
HELEN M. KASPRZYK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 107842/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requ sts 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 Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Kasprzyk, Helen M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10 
(212) 509-3456 

1122-22899 ' 



I 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE R. CLARK, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of THOMAS H. CLARK and JUNE R. 
CLARK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 112677/07, 

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 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 a1 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and 

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yolk, Ndw York 
,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Treadwell Corporation Clark, Thomas H. 
MCGIVNEY & KJLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, MAR 0 6 2013 

1235-22451 



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.) 

i Index No.: 112677/07, 
j 
j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE R. CLARK, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of THOMAS H. CLARK and JUNE R. 
CLARK, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clark, Thomas H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 5 00 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27707 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114359/07, 

MARGARET A. COTTONE, as Executrix for the ! 
Estate of RUSSELL D. COTTONE and 
MARGARET A. COTTONE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewJ&k N& York &\a \, ,2013 MAR26 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cottone, Russell D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8987 



3 U Y K L M k  L U U K l  UP 1Hk S l A l k  UP N k W  Y U K K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 11 1883/07, 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY R. CROW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MILTON F. CROW and MARY R. CROW, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

324-8963 



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: 

NILSA CRUZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ELEUTERIO CRUZ and NILSA CRUZ, 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 114948/07, 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. ~ _ -  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cruz, Eleuterio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-9001 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 114948/07, 

NILSA CRUz, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ELEUTERIO CRUZ AND NILSA CRUZ, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
C w ,  Eleuterio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22946 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114948/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NILSA CRUZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ELEUTERIO CRUZ and NILSA CRUZ, 
Individually, ! NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i 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, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e y Y  r N w York \:d$b\ ,2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
C m ,  Eleuterio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

MAR 0 6 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

4 

1235-22468' 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114948/07, 

NILSA CRUZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ELEUTERIO CRUZ and NILSA CRUZ, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j 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 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e z - E T w ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Cruz, Eleuterio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27128 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NXW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i X.A.S. Part 30 ASl3ESTO S LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DELPHINE STACHOWIAK and CHARLES 
STACHOWIAK, 

i Index No.: 190155109 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in Llle 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

cornpIaint ?gainst defendant, Oakfabco, - Inc., withprejudice -___ in this action, and -____ there being no . __ 

opposi tioii 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 York, New Yo& 
2/21) ,2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . .  " ,. .". .- ....... ., . . .  - , .  . 



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.: 114935/07, 

SUSAN ANDERSON, Individually and Executrix ! 
for the Estate of LEONARD ANDERSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Neyr Y rk ew York 
L/!V ,2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anderson, Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

" -  -_ .-..--- 
SO ORDERED, 

324-9004 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No, : 1 90 1 5 5/09 

DELPHINE STACHOWIAK and CHARLES 
STACHOWIAK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

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, disinissiilg 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coi-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 agajnst 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and. 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2127 ,2013 

chowiak and Charles Stachowiak 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

(2 12) 509-3456 

MAR 0 6 2C13 
so ORDERED, 

23836030 

_ _  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

This Document relates to: 

ANGELINA RAUSCHER, Individually, and as 
Executrix of the Estate of DONALD 
RAUSCHER 

Index No.: 113072/04 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.F SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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. FIL 
MAR26 2013 

NTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
LEVY PHILIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED: 

4827-2533-8610.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DELPHINE STACHOWIAK and CHARLES 
STACHOWIAK, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190155/09 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F 
%[?7 ,2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . c. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 

324-9199 

. .  . . .  ..... . . . . . . . .  . .. . . . .  . .  . ... ... ~ ,..,.. . . .. . . , . . .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i W C A L  

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DELPHJNE STACHOWIAK and CHAI&ES 
STACHOWIAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 190 155/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, hc . ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, disiiiissiiig 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, -__- ._ - - I 

i 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 sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L / 7 3  ,2013 MAR26 2013 

[ Courter L?L Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yoi-k, New York 10004 

Delphine Stachowiak and Charles Stachowiak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23252 

. . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  ........ ., . .- . . . .  . . . .  . . . .  .- .. ~ . .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN W: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i 

DELPHINE STACHOWIAK and CHARL,ES 
STACHO W IAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Beitler, J.) 

Index No.: 19015Y09 

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 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 a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaillst 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & I ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Delphine Stachowiak and Charles Stachowiak 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. . . . . . . . .  ........... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . .  . ~ ,  
, . .  . . . .  . .  . . . .  . . . . . .  . -  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the 
Estate of GORDON ROCKMAKER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

IndexNo.: 110157/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summargr 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff U 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

LEVY PHILIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue 

-I 0022 

SO ORDERED: ECEIVED 
MAR. $ 0  2013 

0 
4827-2533-8640.1 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 06-1 13842 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

SALVATORE DePIOLA JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

I Buffalo, NY 14202 
I +..-." (716) 853-8100 
I K T  

L 1 

MAR $0 6 ?038 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

14322637 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 05-1 15801 
X .......................................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
NO OPPOSITION 

LOUIS SIVERS SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

.......................................................................... X MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

B 

NIXON PEAB 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

%lY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2013 SO ORDERED, 

a 

14322637.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 04- 1 16609 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JOHN R. MITRANO, SR. JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

W E I n  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Benjamin R. Dwydr Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

14322637.1 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
1/24/13 

Our File No 
S-4755-02 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALVIN BASCOMB 

INDEX NO. 
120394/01 and 105780/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HE11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

W-IEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Ir 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated 

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-clai 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

LER 

Y 

C. 

,aw 

3dison 

ns 

iereby 

New 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
1/18/13 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Imc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice haw 

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 co 

BABINECZ, ESQ. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company o8New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6 101-99 
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' TMc:CC(jpk) 
1/18/13 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

INDEX NO. 
1 19792/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HE1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAI; 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, I. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated 

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-cla 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NeyyYgrk, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company 0: 
York, Inc. L U l J  

Our File No 
S-8579-02 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM A. STOCKHAUSEN and ANGELA 
STOCKHAUSEN 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

Index No.: 19062/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants . 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER’), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 DENVE 

without costs to either party. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

\ ,  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenu 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

I 
SO ORDERED, 1 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Index No.: 124439/02 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM BELANICH, 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: 21 rcr ,2013 MAR 2 6 2013 
New Ydrk, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE;’’ YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIG,-ATION 
Index No.: 190239/01 

IRA FRIEDMAN., 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendm ts. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pra.;tice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

A 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
ce and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby di 

to either party. 

Dated: .J!,,, ,2013 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
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 YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 101591/07 

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 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: , 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 

1 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

0003 Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 13490/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES R. GRAVES, 

Plaintiff( s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARY L. MONTANTE, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 101 344/07 

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 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. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
0 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, 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, 

BWm, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated New York, New York 

L3c- ----I / 
Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAh@3mGE SINGER 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Eariy & stsauss 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Ave., 20* Floor 
New York, NY 10017 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 MAR 2 6 2013 

New York 10022 

""NT~ CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 107933/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

SAMUEL J. HOPPER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: t. 2, 2 1  ,201 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 10- 190 109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

CARL DiSALVO JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFOREy 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. 

Dated: New York, NY 

Benjamin R. Dwyek'Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 &mtain Plaza, Suite 500 

-- Dana M. Northcraft, Esqy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FICE 

14310376.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IRVING FEUERMAN 

Index No. 06-108170 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

*- 
:kea 

*L 
SO ORDERED, 

14322637. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 05-104390 

JOSEPH LUCENT1 
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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

U\UI 1 "-- 
, B E ~  YORK Benjamin R. DwydEsq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

(212) 558-5500 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDERED, 

14322637 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN STASKO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 05-1 10637 

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. 

Dated: New York, NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

\ I  

_<. Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

F- cz SO ORDERED, 
MAR 0 6 2'33 

14310376 1 



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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

B 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Pla? 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50’ 

-+ Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

14310376 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 101281/07 

DONALD B. PRENTICE, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

to either party. 

Dated: 3 / 0 9  ,2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1 OQ 

SO ORDERED, 

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 Wed-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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 109028/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD P. ROWE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 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: 3/09 ,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBE AL McCAMB 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONW: LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
_..- (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100309/07 

MURRAY L. WHITE, 

Plaintiff( s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

SINGER & MAH 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Weil-McLain 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 15075/98 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RALPH N. BORELLI, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION \ /  - against - 
WEIL-MCLAN, et al., . 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintips 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 

Defqdant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 
to either party. 

Dated: > 27 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

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.: 108667/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK J. ABRAMS AND CAROLYN 
ABRAMS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aE. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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 
I 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1/31 ,2013 

. .. -- 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Abrams, Frederick J. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8960 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID REEVE, Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of DEBORAH REEVE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113812/07, 

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 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York ?-[*I,, 2013 

Reeve, Deborah 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

- 
2383-27717 



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.: 120768/96, 126062/02, 
! 120768/96, 113278/97, 11 1034/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

INGVALD STEGEMOEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. AND S., INC., et al. 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

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. 

I 

MAR 2 6 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
RK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Stegemoen, Ingvald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-10693 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

INGVALD STEGEMOEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120768/96, 126062/02, 
120768/96, 1 13278/97, 1 1 1034/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, I 

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 i J - r k T  York 
,2013 

Treadwell Corporation Stegemoen, Ingvald 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-10155 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES WATERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120768/96, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. AND S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules yj 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Waterman, Frances 
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 I 

(2 12) 509-3456 00 I 

MAR 0 6 2013 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-712 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS L. VALIGORSKY JR., as 
Administrator for the Estate of DORIS WELLS, 
and FRANCIS L. VALIGORSKY JR., as the 
Administrator for the Estate of MORTON G. 
WELLS, 

Index No.: 109124/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

Dated: New Yokk. Neiw York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

Wells, Doris 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23762 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 104641/07, 

THOMAS YAGER AND HOPE YAGER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 0 3212,, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO., with 1 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 33, &?ibl, 20 1 3 
, 

MAR 2 6 2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Yager, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 E 
MAR 0 6 2C13 SO ORDERED, 

324-8937 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104641/07, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS YAGER AND HOPE YAGER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York $)"l;..\ ,2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22858 



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: 
j Index No.: 104641/07, 

THOMAS YAGER AND HOPE YAGER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 fj 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 r , N w York qc! ,2013 

, 
I 

Treadwell Corporation Yager, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & ~ L U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

W&z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

,*...-- 

mu Heitler 
" 

1235-22392 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL .......................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 04-105612 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

LOUIS BIERONSKI JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

- I 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

Y CLERK'S clBi&i% Goldbl&bsq. 
Esq. NEW YORK Benjamin R. D w e r  Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 'PMNN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO OR 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

DERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

at Fountain Plaza 
Plaza, Suite 500 

(716) 853-8100 

MAR 0 6 2c)13 
1 

14320953.1 



L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.......................................................................... X NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 05-101375 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
TOMAS MALDONADO, JR. JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
X .......................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York NY 
a - 1 T  201 3 

Y - - - -  - 
B P  Rv 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i n  R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

-------I-- - 

14320953.1 



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. 

Dated: New York, NY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDERED, 

14320953 1 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106539/07, 

i 
LAWRENCE SPEILLER, Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of STANLEY SPEILLER and YETTA 
SPEILLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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 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 & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and' 

without costs. 

Dated: New h r k .  New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Speiller, Stanley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 1 1  

MAR 0 6 2c13 

(212) 509-3456 i t  

SO ORDERED, 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106539/07, 

LAWRENCE SPEILLER, Proposed Executrix for ! 
the Estate of STANLEY SPEILLER and YETTA i 
SPEILLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j 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 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. 

Dated: NewX&k, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 

Treadwell Corporation Speiller, Stanley 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 6 2013 
-->-a m 

SO ORDERED, 

d 

1235-224 I5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE SPEILLER, Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of STANLEY SPEILLER and YETTA 
SPEILLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106539/07, 

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 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. 

, 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR 8 6 2013 

2383-27671 



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 REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106539107, 

LAWRENCE SPEILLER, Proposed Executrix for ! 
the Estate of STANLEY SPEILLER and YETTA j 
SPEILLER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. 1 

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. 

Dated: New o ,Ne  York $j&r 2013 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Speiller, Stanley 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(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 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS YAGER AND HOPE YAGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104641/07, 

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 ?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 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: Ne Y rk, N w York a - u ,  201 3 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Yager, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1801 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE SOUTHER, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Index No.: 190194/12 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COY et. al., 
I.A.S. .Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER’), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 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, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE W G E R  & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
85&Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDMUND LEHANKA and NELIE LEHANKA, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et. al., 

Index No.: 190531/12 
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 Defendkt 

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 ‘i’ork, New York 
“ ,2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

(212) 558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH SALERNO and CAROLYN SALERNO 

X 

X 

....................................................................... 

....................................................................... 

Plaintiff 
-against- 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et. al. 

Index No.: 190133/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. PART 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WATTS WATER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., sued 

individually, and as successor to WATTS REGULATOR COMPANY, (hereinafter “WATTS”) 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant WATTS, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, WATTS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

either party. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
245 Park Avenue, 3gfh Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

& Mahoney, LTD, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
245 Park Avenue, 3gfh Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

Mahoney, LTD, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1 100 

(212) 668-1 122 

SO ORDERED, 

w York, New York 10022 
2) 65 1-7500 

!J‘,2 Q 6 2911 



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 

This Document Relates to: 
__  

Index No. 113258101 

ALLEN NADBORNEY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 
, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n 

Dated: New York, New York 
%?,/a ,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 

I I U O I L  
-. . 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

‘ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190169/09 

GARY J. NANKERVIS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

p IM 
MAR26 2013 

OUNTY CLERK’S OFF 
d ‘ ‘  

\ l v ’  

MichaeyJ. Curtis, Esq. 

‘ICE 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 115596/01,120781/00 

ALBERT NAPOLITANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n 

Dated: New York, y e w  York 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 

MAR26 20113 

Michael ( ”  J. Curtis, Esq. COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC NEW YoRK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway. Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

_- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 106351/05 

ANTE ROSIN1 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank OrtizTsq. - 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

I 

2 6  2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE 
\ I ?I n I 

N t V V  m 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 110579/02 

ARTHUR J. SENECAL NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 OFFICE 

MAR 0 6 2c13 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 116605/01 

MICHAEL SHAUGHNESSY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York l 0 0 3 g  OUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 

(212) 791-0285 



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 

-- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 105058/02,190175/09 

JOSEPH C. TACKAS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: M A R  0 e; 1 3 ’ 3  

f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 117214/06,108708/01 
118879/98 

STEVEN ALBERT GERHARDT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. A 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY GODZISZ 

__  
Index No. 101276/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

E 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for  Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

, 

SO ORDERED, - Dated: L ~ A  A n 7nl3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190368/09 

FREDERICK A. GREIS SR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. A 

a 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC- 

‘E 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

so ORDEFE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PAUL JOZWIAK, 

X 

X 

........................................................................ 

........................................................................ 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, NC.,  et ai. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190461/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
n SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

- -  MAR 2 6 2 
- SamuXMeirowit,, Esq. Theodore Eder, Esq. I 'r CLERK'S  OFF^ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 13486/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES MONARCHIO, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

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: 5/09 ,2013 
New Yotk, New York 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHO$E%, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, N Y  10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109228/06 

BERNARD J. JOHNSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 2/09 ,2013 
Ne York, New York 

Attorney for the Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 

Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 y) 65 1-7500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 116852/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DOROTHY T. BOVA, 
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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER SEGAL M C C A M B R I D ~ U N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATTON 
Index No.: 124439/02 

WILLIAM BELANICH, 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLADJ, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, 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: 21 rCc ,2013 
New Ydrk, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRI 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 6 2013 

'FICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS SOMMO, 

-V.- 

NYCAL 

1% 

Index No. 1903 8 1/12 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO., 

Defendant( s). 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F M A  CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC. 

(“Crown Boiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

crown Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2013 

I 

8 

Sam& Meirowitz, Esq. v / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,‘PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas Sommo Crown Boiler Co. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

_ _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROYAL H. TRIMLETT 

Index No. 107532/00 

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 32 12, 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. 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L L c  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaint@(Y) 
Royal H. Trimlett 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285  MA^ 2 6 2853 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK P. SANSONE 

1- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereb! 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 109753199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York >p? ,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Pluintffcy) 
Frank P. Sansone 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Dated: 



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 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 103968199 

FRANK M. ROCHLER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X I 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

I 

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, ew York 
-TL7 ,2013 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LL 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaint#($ 

R 2 6 2013 
Frank M. Rochler 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 COUNTY CLERK‘$ OFFICE 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

NEW YORK 

-------*--- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

MAR 0 6 25’13 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD MATAWA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 114640/05 

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 32 12, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

New York New York 
-r/ I . i . +  3013 

Dated: 

i /p 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintif@,) 
Gerald Matawa Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 115462/05 

ROBERT T. MARTIN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 Yqrk, New York 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys.for Plaintffcy) 
Robert T. Martin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for  Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
_ _  

Index No. 190153/10 

JOSEPH J. KAVANAGH NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, QJew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

COUNTY CLERK’S 0 FF I CE 
NEW YORK 

”.”’ 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

MdR @ 2013 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190245/10 

HAROLD T. MATEJOVIC NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n n  

Michael J. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

a 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 6(eQOUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 127574/02,120615/02 

WILLIAM J. McRAE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

A /  and without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P n  MALAIYY & BRADLEY, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

--- 

LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 112030/08 

WILLIAM CAGGIANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE E. CAREY 

Index No. 116802/07,102151/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: NewY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Y & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

c -- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190256/10 

MARIO CARFAGNO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

A 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

M’ hael J. Curtis, Esq. 
M f , L d Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 

W 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT L. CLARK 

Index No. 116805/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Michael J. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

4- 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__  
This Document Relates to: Index No. 116302/04 

RICHARD DIBENEDETTO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, p e w  York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

JNTY CLERK’S OFF ‘ICE 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 118534/98 

HAROLD EGLOFF NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

, defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

l and without costs. 

I 

Dated: New 

BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1_ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190313/09 

ROBERT ERARIO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 121435197,125791-99 

RICHARD HANNIGAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, MAR e 6 2~ 

P 
ms-a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
TNRE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1% 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER M. TREMBLAY SR. and HELEN TREMBLAY 

Index No. 111232/01,119782/01 
101141/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against , 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York,, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Peter M Tremblay Sr. and Helen Tremblay 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

MAP, @ e 2C13 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1% 
~~~~~~ 

WAI C. TOM and PAMELA LEE Index No. 190043/2012 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, et al., 
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. (hereinafter “Sears”) hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Sears with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Sears be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ala 5 ,2013 

126 East 56‘h Street, 6‘h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Wai C. Tom, et a1 

f l  ‘I 

FFlCE 

BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Sears, Roebuck and Co. 

(212) 421-2800 

SO ORDERED, 



’ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

EDWARD W. SWANSON, Index No. 123593/01 
1 2 043 1 / O  1 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., including REYNOLDS 
METALS COMPANY, 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York :.j” 2013 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN BUHYOFF 

Index No. 119387/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway roadway, Suite 600 N f 3 N  YORK 
New York, New York 10003 

ABY & B R A D L E G W Y  CLERK’S OFFICE 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

GAETANO TARDUGNO 

Index No. 190461/11,123455/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Y_ork/ New York 

TZ&LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

MichaelJ. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, I 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
-0RK 

JLC 

3u uwcmu,  Dated: 



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 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 123276/01 

GIUSEPPE TOLL1 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York,New York A nA 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for De fendunt 

New York, New York 10003 
Altorneyys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

9m.q -" \-? 4@c: 
tZW b ??J dLw 

MAR 0 6 2013 



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 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190197/09 

RICHARD F. TRAVERS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 119782/01,101141/07 

PETER M. TREMBLAY SR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

OUNTY CLERK’S OFF 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
MichavJ. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for  Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 ,/ 

‘ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 118014/02 

ROBERT J. ULRICH NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f i n  

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Miyhael J. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

Dated: 



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 

This Document Relates to: 
1_ 

Index No. 190287/09 

JOHN VENTURINI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

1 

I 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and 

and without costs. 

NTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

M A R  0 6 Xi3 
i d  

b 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 105990/08 

EDWARD A. WHITE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York fikk ,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plcrintiff 

New York, New York I0038 
Attorneys, for Defendunt 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Ilein Hiitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD H. WHITE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101138/07,111893/99 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT R. WILLIAMS 

Index No. 114138/02,107405/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York,New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

I fll R 2 6 2013 

q.- NEW YOR’ 
M A L A B ~  & BRADLEY, LLC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

‘ICE 


