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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------------------------------------------------){
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-------------------------------------------------------------------){
This Document Relates to:

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

GARY LEE KLINDT for the ESTATE of HERBERT
KLINDT,

Plaintiff(s),

-Against-

Index No.: 105764/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s).
-------------------------------------------------------------------){

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto;

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

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq.
McCarter & English, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant(s)
Standard Motor Products, Inc.
245 Park Avenue, 2ih Floor
New York, New York 10167

212.609.
68°kECEIVE,D

MAR. ? 0 2013

PAR-'f 30

New York, New York
March 1 , 2013

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.e.
Attorneys for P1aintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003-9536
212.558.5500

SO ORDERED, ---~-::::;;a;.-FP-~f-----

MEl 14617777v.!



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
-------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates to:
ROBERT BRUCE BURAWA and DEBORAH ANNE
BURAWA,

Plaintiff(s),

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Reitter, J.)

Index No.: 190272-12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-Against-

ACKER DRILL COMPANY, et a!.,
Defendant(s).

---------------------------------------_._--------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, defendant Parker Hannifin Corporation (incorrectly identified as Parker-

Hannifin Corporation Individually and as successor by Merger to Stratoflex, Inc. (Cleveland Brake

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

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff s complaint against defendant Parker Hannifin

Corporation (incorrectly identified as Parker-Hannifin Corporation Individually and as successor by

Merger to Stratoflex, Inc. (Cleveland Brake Division» with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto;

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

Dated:

defendant Parker Hannifin Corporation (incorrectly identified as parker-Hannif~orporation

Individually and as successor by Merger to Stratoflex, Inc. (Cleveland Brake Division)) leI;:~
same are her y dis issed with prejudice and without costs. 4,oR .... 5 0

CoUNry lOIJ
N~~1?/ft8

r Yo,91r°~
~(RO~~: ~

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq.
McCarter & English, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant(s)
Parker-Hannifin Corporation

;a~ENr6tJj;
212.609..6800

MAR. 202013

PART 30

Jordan C. 0, sq
Belluck ,
Attorneys Plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

::~:::D' diit/C..
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

MEl 14863880v.1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

DONALD R. SIMMONS
Index No. 106806-02
110502/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

3-i---- ,2013

CEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

Colleen M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman &Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

NEW '{OR
, coUNTY CLERK'

Hon. 5t:ll~~~
SO ORDERED,

DATED:

Attorneys for Plaintiff,~ {Y7'GJ"A-el ~/l,

Weitz & Luxenberg 0
700 Broadway - 7th C r ' L E .
New York, NY 1000"- '

APR 05 2013



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

DONALD R. SIMMONS
Index No. 106806-02
110502/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: ~ _. Y------ ,2013

CEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PART 30

Hon.Sh

APR 05 2013

cOlle{~iJdl\\ ~A:b
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NeW YOR Hauppauge, NY 11788

COUNTY CLERK! OPF:mc

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Plaintiff ... m ....."'I.KI ftlV'-t l ','

Weitz & Luxenberg 1:= , L' E 0
700 Broadway - 7th fllOr ,
New York, NY 10003



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190067/12

MARTIN SCHMIDT and HILDEGARD SCHMIDT

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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

itler

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

-iJIM VLMColleen M. Cronin 1
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788
/)

o

.::;;>1~ 1.3
,L.---I-+--+---+-_-+_....:...!_I- ,20.1-r

APR 05 2013

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S 0

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys fo R ainti
Belluck & LLP E
546 Fifth /\ enue dtht1b
New York, NY 10'>36

DATED:

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudic and without costs.



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190137/12

ABRAHAM SCARANGELLA and HARRIET
SCARANGELLA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: -----4-/--I!c<--l,..od<--Q - ,2013

SO ORDERED,

-A-tt-o-f,-"r--,,~f-hr ,JI'--la-FIn'-tiff~----~~-'-e- 0 Cktt£r~
Joseph P. Williams &AsFcit l Attorneys for Defendant
245 Park Avenue Kamco Supply Corp.
39th Floor APR 05 2013 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
New York, NY 10167 Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
N~W .X,oflli. HaLJPpauge, NY 11788·cou::.~ ~ECEIVED

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NO.1 08594/00

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: __-----/.,/~/----!tf ,2013

MAR 202013

PART 30

_J~OO8A~
COlle~
Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

NEW YORK 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Hauppauge, NY 11788

~ RECeivED---,.~SO ORDERED,

A.ttor eys for Plain~ , L
Weit & Luxenber~
700 adway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013ct ~ 6fA~/D) S



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190400/12

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in

interest, Borg-Warner Morse TEC, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner),

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

Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant,

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

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: __-.'hF--!--,-t--- ,2013

SO ORDERED,

coult!JM~
Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor APR 05 2013 Borg-Warner
New X9f~ NY 1.9003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
~,-" /61"-A fl.. /J J.~ NEW yORK IC Coleman & Goggin

~--.JCOUNTY CLE.RK'S OFF EB88 Veterans Memorial Highway
. _ Hauppauge, NY 11788

Hon~~~~~~iED
>,,' ./"\

J



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON
Index No.1 08594/00

190400/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

SO ORDERED,

___--=-,1_1..1...-1 ,2013

L
DATED:

~fJJJM f1k
Attorn ys for Plainti Colleen M. Cronin
Weitz Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway· 7th floor 05 2013 BMCE Inc.
New'x0rk, NY 10003 APR Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

a.- . I~ t<?A-fIv{)) S K Coleman & Goggin
NEW~~:s OffICE a.88 Veterans Memorial Highway

couNTY CL~/~ jauppauge, NY 11~8

~~l

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.1 90400/12

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: __'.!..-//-..Li ,2013

RECEIVED

COlle~~---+-T-&t---+-\J\k:~,,,
Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

At orn ys for Plain
Weitz Luxenber
700 Broadway - 7th floor
Ne,W.hOrk" NY"1Opo3 APR 05 2013
it ~ BfA/tDJ-:.

NEW YORK
~ COUNTY CLERK'S 0

:c'"",,

,~ .J



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 101141/07

PETER M. TREMBLAY SR. and HELEN TREMBLAY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ~~-_~\ ,2013

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FFICE .

APR 05 2013

~~~~2;--iH=CEIVED

MAR 202013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Plaintiff - /Il,e.-ItI1e/ F~fb'
Weitz & Luxenberg C, L I:
700 Broadway - 7th fll)r
New York, NY 10003



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 101141/07

PETER M. TREMBLAY SR. and HELEN TREMBLAY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: ~~-_( ,2013

Non£ik::...:.ar-ia-------

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

Attorneys for Plaintiff -/11( c /1/11/ fiit\e/!-'
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7UJJ:OJ'r LED
New York, NY 1O~ I

APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED, C~'-------i7'1=+-IIJJ u--===~~~EIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190005/13

OWEN TRAYNOR and MARY TRAYNOR

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg Warner Corporation named as BORG-WARNER CORPORATION,

n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner)

CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

,2013

Collee . Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman &Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

1(Ef1l~IQ)F - ICE Hauppauge, NY 11788

APR 05 201310167

SO ORDERED,

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs. /' c

DATED: 1 '50
I



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190005/13

OWEN TRAYNOR and MARY TRAYNOR

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with

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

Y.JJm k
-C-'-o-II.JJ.een M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.

APR 05 20n Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
10167 Coleman & Goggin

NEW yORK F\CE 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
coUNT'< CLERI$.~Q~, auppauge, NY 117

--+--f--=-----...--- ,2013DATED:

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

MAR 202013

SO ORDERED, _~~_--!!.-:!R~EC=EIVED
ein Heitler

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 114395/00

IVAN SWEBERG and LARANIE SWEBERG

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED,

__+-t:::....:;w_2_8 ,2013

MAR 20 2013

PA ~~"l -,., '.' ·01'-\ ~;i" ,.'"

i';'" ~ ,J."

H0 n. JC ....:>.rI'W

DATED:

Attorneys for laintiff

EfWeitz & Luxenberg \
700 Broadway - 7th 100
New York, NY 10003

APR 05 2013

-"



-..

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 114395/00

IVAN SWEBERG and LARANIE SWEBERG

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: f-.0t; L~ ,2013

-~~~~1<:t:CEIVEDHon.
SO ORDERED,

Weitz & Luxenberg ElL Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th fl r BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

APR 05 2013 Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NEW YORK H~uppauge, NY 1 788
COUNTY CLERK' FE Ca-- cj

MAR 20 lOB

PAR-r '0



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190155/09

DANIEL W. STACHOWIAK, as Administrator for the
Estate of DELPHINE M. STACHOWIAK and CHARLES
STACHOWIAK, Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Morse TEC Inc., as successor-by

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 3+/~1 ------ - ,2013

Hon.

APR 05 2013

;1 /(1 i?
_-",t"""",,j+--=-f~,-,=,t,--Uv_I,--1 ---->0"'-,1Iw~- D Colleen M. Cronin
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

NEW YORK 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
COUNTY CLER ' "OfF1CAauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys r Plaintiff
Weitz uxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 108412/07

JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI, as Executor for the Estate of
DENISE M. OBREMSKI, and JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI,
Individually NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

MAR 20 2013

PP\F{~-r 30

~'II'----w-F~IVED

APR 05 2013

Anna M. Oil nar 0

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman &Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NEW Y, ,,~,~t1r1G1 auppauge, NY 11788
COUN1'Y 01..

SO ORDERED,

DATED: ;3 J'-fl--L.I ,2013



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

GEORGE F. NOVAK
Index No. 106581/02

113937/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with

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

DATED:

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

____OL_-Ll_d-__o_·__ ,2013

RECEIVED

APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED,

~~l..L-!-+t"-'"'~~~-I--'~,L.!.-.:.::::-"---fF'=W-.."c'-.' NorB&:-r-ia-------

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

~~.,....., ~uppauge, NY 11788



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

GEORGE F. NOVAK
Index NO.1 06581/02

113937/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: ___/9-_'-I-fd-D ,2013

-~~~~~CEIVEDSO ORDERED,

~~~~Il~ ~~L__-
,------ Nor;1J: Maria

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

FF\dEl up,pauge, NY 11788



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190098/12

ROY W. MCELMOYL SR.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation, by its

successor-in-interest, Borg-Warner Morse TEC INC. (hereinafter named as Borg

Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: ,2013

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVEDSO ORDERED,

;/\
_~_( -.----.._0 (~ ;tL Lu~ __-
Attor s for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor ~PR 05 2013 Borg-Warner
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

NEW YORK. C,pleman & Goggin
OUNTY CL K'S Off\caS8 Veterans Memorial Highway

C u pauge, NY 11788



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190188/12

FREDERICK L. MARK and DOLORES M. MARK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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

~'---+--'H-~~7"'--J---- ,2013DATED:

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice aq ithout costs.
/

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:
Index No. 190437/12

EDWARD LOR~NC and VERONICA LORENC

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation by its

successor-in-interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg

Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: ,2013

a"JIJYd~o Anna M. DiLonardo
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner

APR 052013 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
10167 Coleman & Goggin

COUN~~y~OFF'M~:;~~~a;SN~e~~~;D

SO ORDERED, ',1;.\ r ~ ?



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190437/12

EDWARD LORENC and VERONICA LORENC

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests

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

Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the sam~re hereby dismissed

with prejudice and wit out costs. ·,;.:r t%, E 0
DATED:

Attorneys for In

Joseph P. Williams
245 Park Avenue
39th Floor
New York, NY

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:
Index No. 190437/12

EDWARD LORENC and VERONICA LORENC

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with

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

Anna M. DiLo ar 0

Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

E auppauge, NY 11788

!fI'I'
;~

~~~~::rf:::=-::I:--~D
lein He/tIer

MAR 202013

PART 30

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

1/;)2
I

DATED:

Attorney or Intiff
Joseph P. Williams .t~s'oetpte
245 Park Avenue :It .: ' .
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167 APR 05 2UYj

COUNT'/

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:
Index No. 190437/12

EDWARD LORENC and VERONICA LORENC

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: -----="--+--'...--1--- ,203

~tfJ~~

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:

GEORGE PINYUH and SUSANNA PINYUH
Index No. 115561/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ~\~, ,2013,

Alto la; ff COII~nifl'~
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

NEW YO~K FFICEColeman & Goggin
COUNTY CLERKS 0 888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, -~,er--R~~;:~3ED
PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

GEORGE PINYUH and SUSANNA PINYUH
Index No. 115561/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: ~~r\d~~ -- ,2013

Colleen M. Cro, in
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

NEWYO~SKOFFI.a~8Veterans Memorial Highway
COUNTYCLE~ ~uppauge, NY 11788

';]

----.lIlIiO~HO~.~~~f-----PH!!!!~EIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSE PEREZ
Index No. 190422/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Mo Noriel Sta. Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

NEW YORK Coleman & Goggin
CL K'S OFFJ"'~a, Veterans Memorial Highway

~aijppauge, NY 11788

~~~~-F'\;ECEIVED

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP
800 Third Ave., 13th Floor APR 05 2013
New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,

DW-=:::~""-'2013

MAR .2 0 2013
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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:
Index No. 101177/99

DENNIS F. PADULA and LYNDA A. PADULA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

plaintiffs' compl~int against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: _---'K'--=--'h=.cf'c.......;.t.{=.a'-'-{+'t----=--- ,2013

Colleen M. Cronin
, Attorneys for Defendant

BMCE Inc.
APR 05 2013 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
NewY9~KOrF\,.m38~yeterans Memorial Highway

:: caUNTt Cu::.R~S '1iauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

il:CEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NO.1 08412/07

JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI, as Executor for the Estate of
DENISE M. OBREMSKI, and JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI,
Individually NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: -----~~·lH\~~------------- ,2013

EIVEDHon.

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

N~W yOf'\\<.".... \CE ·888 Veterans Memorial Highway
COUNTY cl..'at:\~S 0 \ ...•~ Hau pauge, NY 11788

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:
Index NO.1 08655/03

HARRY McDANIEL and MARY McDANIEL

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corporation, hereby requests

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

Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin

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

{LA-Cu~o Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

NEW YORK aVeterans Memorial Highway
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI u' pauge, NY 11788

DATED:

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

against defendant L ckheed Martin Corporation, be and the same are hereby

dismissed wi ice and without costs.

2j)/'3

-t--r--jtf-r-:::;:;;;;---..;;;;;;~--,204T

Attorneys f r
Belluck & F P
546 Fifth Aven - 4th Floor PR 05 2013
New York, NY 10036 A

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:
Index No. 108655/03

HARRY McDANIEL and MARY McDANIEL

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 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 Borg-Warner Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

SO ORDERED,

/3
+-t----+,r----+--I'----f--- ,20~

~A,L,u~
Attorneys f r i iff F I LED Andrew M. Warshauer
Belluck & F L Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Aven e - 4th Floor c Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 036 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman &

APR 05 2013 Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

DATED:

RECEIVED
\-J\f.\R ~ () 'LO\3

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ROLLAND M. ENGLE
Index No. 190284/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc. hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc. with

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

nna . DiLon rdo
Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

~~/~-~:-:-CEIVED

MAR 20 20\3

Pil\~:~T 30 .

APR 05 2013

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Belluck & Fox LLP I:
546 Fifth Avenue - 4ttJFI
New York, NY 10036

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

___:;)--,-1_,=.t ,2013

SO ORDERED,

DATED:



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 110682/06

DIANE DEFRANCISI, as Executrix for the Estate of
LEONARD DEFRANCISI and DIANE DEFRANCISI,
Individually NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 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 Borg-Warner Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

loor

APR 05 2013

~ALv~.
Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman &
Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NEW YORK uppauge, NY 11788
COUNTY CLr:"j~I~~2fi1~ ~_ ..~ .

_-I--II-....:s2~~===:.-.-_ ,2012

SO ORDERED,

DATED:

RECEIVED
MAR 202m3

,""\
"",,,,,J



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190202/12

MEREDITH GOGOLSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of
ANTHONY GOGOLSKI, and MEREDITH GOGOLSKI,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

--",---~II!.....-z_l? ,2013DATED:

SO ORDERED,

fk.1If)~
Attorne s for Plaintiff D Anna M. DiL:Onardo

• !
Weltz & uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor APR 05 2013 BMCE Inc.
Ne~Xork, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

C-t." tytCi.....v'--D lS- NEW Y Coleman &Goggin
COUNTY CLcR~~~FFIC 8:8 Veterans Memorial Highway

2 auppau e, ~y: 11788
,



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 111711/04

MARY M. KING, as Fiduciary of the Estate of JOHN J.
KING, and MARY M. KING, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation with prejudice in

this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

RECEIVED

LL-Ih.~s:= -=
Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman &
Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

1-+--I-+-.f+7-r--:'=t-\---..4--- ,2012

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys or ! i .
Belluck & ox
546 Fifth A e - 4th FIOQJ;.,.R 2013
New York, NY 10036 At' 05

Hon.

DATED:

N£i:WYORK
COUNTY CLERK'S O'

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

defendant Borg-Warner Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190315-12

ARTHUR H. JUNI JR. and MARY JUNI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejUdice in this action, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

NO~""':J-l'M-:-a-r-:-ia-------
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman &Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

~ ~~~E. -rauppauge, NY 11788

--~~~-~CEIVED

_.~_L1_\_~_--l.L-_L_lp__ ,2013

SO ORDERED,

Attorne s or la ntlff
Weitz & Luxenberg C I
700 Broadway - 7th~loor

New York, NY 10003 APR 0 5 2013

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190461/12

PAUL JOZWIAK,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor"by

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: __...1...\----(;ia-~\l.----- ,2013

APR 05 2013

-Ow.1O.Q4M
Anna M. DiLonardo
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

_ ........-e.,..•

Att~r ys for Plaintiff SCtIh;"eJ 1J16r~vJrh
Weltz & Luxenberg E 0
700 Broadway - 7fGot L
New York, NY 10~3

.,

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:
Index NO.1 07933/99

SAMUEL J. HOPPER and MARLENE HOPPER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ;). l 1 ,2013----"=---------

APR 05 2013

I LE 0
NOridia-a-ria-------

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NEW YOA"",K.."..,,","""'~~ H~.".uppauge, NY 117~8
COUNTY CLEfi I IV\;;. ~.

-HOHorl.1n.~~Ieitier-f'i;;;;--'-'-EIVEDSO ORDERED,

Atto e s or Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg C
700 Broadway - 7th fl<fOr
New York, NY 10003

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NO.1 07933/99

SAMUEL J. HOPPER and MARLENE HOPPER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: __:;2_."...-__, __, ,2013

APR 05 2013

I LED
Notf6-ar--=-ia-------

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

N~W YGlv~K 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
COUNTY OL. : "1(Tl'fi~~E' ~uppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

iErCEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

(

A 0 ys for Plaint;
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190202/12

MEREDITH GOGOLSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of
ANTHONY GOGOLSKI, and MEREDITH GOGOLSKI,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: __~//c.-2_F ,2013

SO ORDERED,

-A.,,--t-to-r-ne-y---+--:f:-or-P=I:-a.,,--in-tiff-=-=----------tl--IF==- 0 An~/{k~zfl.aL
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor APR 05 2013 Kamco Supply Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

CL, 51 C<_Yl.-1) I Y NEW YORK Col~man & Goggin
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFleSa Veterans Memorial Highway
~ Hauppauge, NY 11788

--Ho'-"'n~eitler - RE~:~~~D
[<; •. .",,~,-, ''''' ~Jrii· .... ·.. tii



~---- ~ ~--~~

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190472/12

WILLIAM BERENSMANN and MADELYN
BERENSMANN

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bondo Corporation, hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Bondo 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 Bondo Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: \=-e.h. ~~ ,2013

APR 05 2013

.' na M. DiLonardo
Attorneys for Defendant
Bondo Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

uppauge, NY 11788

~~~~~~CEIVED
MAR 20 l0\3

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

At ys fo Plaintiff
, Phillips & Konigsmtg tLl E 0

800 Third Ave., 13th FllOr
New York, NY 10022



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

WILLIAM BROGLlO,
Index No. 190376/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

MAR 202013

Norim'-ri-a------

Attorneys for Defendant
Kamco Supply Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

e -

-~ .,jJJI!Iq'.f4---#-------~IVED

___--.;;<~==----- ,201J

SO ORDERED,

DATED:

Attorneys f lain i
Joseph P. Williams &pslcittes 0
245 Park Avenue L-
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167 APR 05 2013

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

against defendant Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 115075/98

RALPH N. BORELLI and ANNE BORELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: --l~---""-ll~~=--' ,201t)

p:. orneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

atlitiMaria
Attorneys for Defendant

APR 05 2013 Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

.. Coleman & Goggin
NEW ~()~K .e.Il~ Veterans Memorial Highway

COUNTY CLERKS OF~~appauge, NY 11788

'CEIVED
MAR 202013
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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:
Index No. 115075/98

RALPH N. BORELLI and ANNE BORELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ---=:;)~·_/-=d_(--,- ,2013

r"~~~

J
~~;~.

SO ORDERED,

i~D-C-=-o-I-:-Ie-+e-P!-M~.-->'C"'£'r-o=--:ni'--n---=--=->..i=--
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor APR 0 5 2013 Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
88? Veterans Memorial Highway

1r!J
ppauge;ECEl\lED

~~~~~~~~;:---- M~R '}. \) 'LOn



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 115075/98

RALPH N. BORELLI and ANNE BORELLI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: _(~-------:;.{--=--) ,201~;J

A torneys for Plainti~ , L
Weitz & Luxenberg ...
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003 APR 0 5 2013

NEW YORK
coUNTY CLl:'R~

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

FleE Hau pauge, NY 11788



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190472/12

WILLIAM BERENSMANN and MADELYN
BERENSMANN

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter

referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

,.,.

5 2013

013

Feb .~C ,2013

F I LED
DATED:

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Attornex or Plaintiff
Lev illips & Konigsberg LLP Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Ave., 13th Floor . "Nt1W V()t'lK Borg-Warner
New York, NY 10022 COUNty CI..~HKi~ OrFliJBrshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin

O
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

RE.CE.l\1E. Hauppauge, NY 11788 \lE.O
SO ~~E9,'1 ._~~~~ RE.cE.l "

r (\



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190376/12

WILLIAM BROGLIO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

10167

DATED:

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

against defendant Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

~I/L...--cl_.-<--1 ,2013
I

SO ORDERED,



\,
1 _ ,

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

-------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates To:

MICHAEL SOLOMON and GERTRUDE
SOLOMON,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL.,

Defendants.
-------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NYCAL

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Index No.: 102916/00

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

~......,1)---,!J+-__,2013 () (I)

~f9 j U "A~ES£cIL ED i\v;~t.~·
WEITZ & LUXENBEIIJ, pfc. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: PLAINITFFS FORD MOTOR COMPANY

600 Third Avenue
NEW VOR.~ New York, New York 10016

CQUNTY CL.E.I1K'S OFFiCE T: 212-593-6700

SO ORDERED: ----JM!....=--','elL'......:/':...-://,..,'_-_""'_'__F_:2121~3-6970
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER ~A,~R 20 Z013

o
{01246364.DOC)( }



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NO.1 01 028/06

LAWRENCE M. DALLAND SR.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation with prejudice in

this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman &
Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788NffiWYORK

COUNTY CLER'

L
enue - 4th Floor
Y 10036 APR 05 2013

-i---J/-----HF--'=--I------"'50-..---- ,2012

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

defendant Borg-Warner Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

DATED:

SO ORDERED,

..A:ttorneys 0

Belluck &
546 Fifth
New York,

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

KEVIN CURTIN and KATHLEEN WHITE,
Index No. 190351/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as BorgWarner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: __\-"-----'-a.,.L:.~\ ,2013

Iktirl£~
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
H uppau e N...y.J-1.1a8

Att ys f Plaintl j//;/<.?
Weitz & Luxenberg S'1/11V"", //1e/row,f.
700 Broad~~- ~th'looE t.Jy

/
c

z
New York, IT 110~ '

APR 05 It\\'~

Nr.:w '(OfiK ~ ~P:«~'::?f/)'ll
SO ORDER~llN1,<.:....t._~L:_e_rW_~'e_':-i_Oii:!::;.::':::~Iail"":'%~/+--w~~.-I:::::o-"'~ ED

Hon.~d:J'h.1

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOHN A. CERATO
Index No. 190391/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation as

successor-in-interest to BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg

Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Anna M. DiL.:onardo
Attorneys for Defendant

~R 0 5 2\W~ Borg-Warner
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

. '(ORK ..coleman & Goggin
NEc1e.R~S Qff\Cts88 Veterans Memorial Highway

couN'T'i . Ha ppauQ!'"J'lYR~EIVED

M,Il,R, ~ 0 2013

__+-+LI---l.f->£.t ,2013

I
DATED:

SO ORDERED,



I, ..

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------------------------------------------------){
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL

-------------------------------------------------------------------){
This Document Relates To:

DENIS J. GALLAGHER and ANN
GALLAGHER,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Plaintiff(s),
Index No.: 190480/12

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
ETAL,

Defendants.
-------------------------------------------------------------------){

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary judgment i
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no oppositio
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendan
FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

,2013

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
DEUTSCH, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
FORD MOTOR COMPANY
600 Third Avenue

NE.W YORK New York, New York 10016
"f'V CLER~SQff\CE T: 212-593-6700

COUN 11 F: 212-593-6970
-i""k;

/l;

__3..L1!~

By: Jo . Richmond, Esq. .LED
WElT & LUXENBEIIC. !\C.
700 Broadway r'
New York, NY 10003 5 20'3
Counsel for: PLAINITFFS ~PR 0

SO ORDERED: -----~~~dL-------

{01247941.DOCX}



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

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER,

Plaintiffs,
-v-

3M COMPANY,jka Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Co.,
et aI.,

Defendants.

Index No.
190392/2012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGEMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March ~ ,2013

F I LED
APR 05 2013

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERGc&bN~~~E~IB~~~NTE Y~VITZ & BLAU

By: _11wAr2'- , 8~~,..,,,,,/~i,,~I--------'--=------;'\--
RO~I. Komltor, Esq. Jennifer
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorne or Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 116 E. 27th St., 1ih Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10016

(212) 605-6240 _., R~C4Ef\lED

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

DANIEL T. CARLUCCI,
Index No. 11/190486

Plaintiffs
-v-

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

Defendants.
____________________x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March~,2013

APR 05 2013

By: __--+- -=-__----11 ____

Ro ert 1. Komitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6240

SOORDE

\.

E

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PART 30



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

GEORGE EICHEN and MARIE EICHEN,

Plaintiffs,
-v-

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

Defendants.
____________________x

NYCAL
Index No. 05/114777
D.O.F.: 10/21/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March~, 2013

APR 05 2013

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

\Jv~ (. /' .
By: __--II-- 'L------"' _

Robe I. Komitor, Esq. F I L E
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6240

Hcw...-on

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
t

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

x--------------------
NYCAL

CONSTANCE M. FLYNN, Individually and as
Administratrix of the Estate of
RAYMOND FLYNN, Deceased,

Plaintiff,
-v-

Index No. 0811 03453

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March~,2013

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

RECEIVED
MAR 20 Lon

PART 30

Jennifer arger, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
116 E. 27th St., lih Floor

[)New York, New York 10016

l~ 05 2013

Robert 1. Komitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022 F I L E

HH;on~.SiS~~~~f~-- NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

IPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
~ f\ __"'"_____..

By: _---\..-- cf:,l _

....



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

Francis P. Glinski and Joyce Glinski
NYCAL
Index No. 031118187

Plaintiffs,
-v-

Atlas Turner, Inc., et al.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
___________________---'x

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March~,2013

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

NEW YORK
'" COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFiCe :.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

ennifer arger, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
116 E. 2ih St., 12th Floor
New York, New York 10016D (212) 452-5300F I L E

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

By: (J (J- )2 '---
Rtbert I. Ko"'mitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6240



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

NYCAL
DAVID KELLY AS EXECUTOR OF THE
ESTATE OF DAVID L. KELLY

Plaintiff,
-v-

AIRCO WELDERS SUPPLY, et al.

Defendants.
____________________x

Index No. 105643/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March~, 2013

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

~
u~ I) "-- _

By:__ /- -
Ro ert I. Komltor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022 F

APR 05 2013

cOuN~~~E~~~KoFF,ceRECElvED
.MAR 202013

PART 3·0



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

NYCAL
ELIZABETH HERMAN and FRED HERMAN,

Index No. 19021812012

Plaintiff,
-v-

ABEX CORPORATION,
f/k/a American Brake Shoe Company, et al.

Defendants.
____________________x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y0t' NY
March ,2013

IPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

By: --\-__tA.;;;t_c£J_-_'-----..-. _
obert 1. Komitor, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiff E
800 Third Avenue, 13th Flo<f I L
New York, NY 10022

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

52013

NEW YORK
--~~~W---.:___._.;1"'rt-f-~ CLERK1S OFFICE

RECEIVED
M~R 2() 2.on

PART 30·



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

NYCAL
BARBARA A. HAYES, Individually and as
Administratrix of the Estate of JOSEPH T. HAYES

Plaintiff,
-v-

ACF INDUSTRIES, INC., et al.

Defendants.
___________________----'x

Index No. 051107394

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
March 1-, 2013

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

By: (l~~-'--- ~
Rrfuert I. Komitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

800 Third Avenue, 13
th
Fp I L·· E 0

New York, NY 10022 r
(212) 605-6240

APR 05 2013
SO ORDEJ.'-LJLJ-KI

NEW YORK
~~~~~~fb\;;j~~LEAKtS OFFICE
Hon.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

JOANNE DYER, Individually and as Proposed Executrix
of the Estate of Sam Gull,

Plaintiff,
-v-

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al.

Defendants.
____________________,x

NYCAL

Index No. 09-190011

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y~k, NY
March ,2013

APR 05 20'3

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

By: (2 <-Nt-J) ~-
RO&rtL Komitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff f , L
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6240

DARG,ER ERRANJE YAVITZ & BLAU L P

I

ennifer arger, Esq.
_L....-- ~ttorneys for Defendant

116 E. 27th St., Ith Floor
New York, New York 10016
(212) 452-5300

Hon. S

~ CLER~S OFFICE
COUN'l RECEIVED

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

TODD GRAHAM PELRAH

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 02-106807
02-110904

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. F I LED
APR 05 2013Dated: New York, NY

11'1 ,2013

By: Cl..r/7/2 NEW YORKdl¥) I

~ CpON IYCLERK'S tel=am~u.....:e=Iz:G=o::::tld=-b~la~t~s::2q~. ----

fTohn £ /?it hml'rtI ,Esq. Benjamin R. D er Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C. NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202

(~'ld-:ff-__(7_16_)8_53--81l00roECEIVE0
SO ORDERED, ~~~~~~~__~_

MAR 20 2013

PART 30
14335105.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 01-102454

NO OPPOSITION
DONALD FORD 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 plaintiff s 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.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

" By:_J~::=:=~~L..-.__
Samuel Goldblatt, q.

.-.i3enjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
U-JI)(ON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,
APR 05 2013 Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

falo, NY 14202
____..LL-1~~1T10() --- --

( .)~ {2.c (t,fJr
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

Ho .

Dated: New York, NY
1-

SO ORDERED, ----:;~....-F-~~9H----

14322637.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

CHARLES W. DIETRICH

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 03-115214

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.

Dated: New York, NY
(ibrwv ll ar ,2013

~ . \ -~

BY:~~L E O"SamuelGoldb It, Esq.
mVIPJ ~ fJM-fLY ,Esq. Benjamin R. wyer Esq.

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.c. 2013 NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff APR 0 5 Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 NEW YO~KOFFI~y-:Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERKS 4'0 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

___,,-~~~Y 14202

SO ORDERED, ~#j~~~1~:\~~·~"""'-3--8RECEl\1ED
--------..--"'iii'F--"""'------'.......-..-,e- t \) . "'\' ~

Hon. Sherry Klein Hem""~R\ '30 ,,,, , ,-' ')

\4320953.\



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190401/12; 190410112

WILLIAM DELGADO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

N€WYORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

~

APR 05 2013

RECEIVED
~~R 2() 20\3

PART 30

Jennifer g ,Esq.
DARG NTE YAVITZ& BLAULLP
Atto fo opeman Brothers, Inc.
116 Eas 2ih 'treet, ~hWOl
NewYor, Y 1001" lED
(212) 452-5300

+-~'++~..::....:.....:~_:, 2013

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Jordan Fo
BELL C & FOX, LLP
Attorn s for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

ROBERT GRIFFIN, Index No: 190361/2012

Plaintiff,

against

AP. SERVICES, INC., individually and as successor
in-interest to Argo Packing Company, et ai.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

J
APR 05 2013

I L E

-+--P-....,7Pc......=...-=-......lL--' 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY C K'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SAMUEL DERMARCO and JOSEPHINE
DERMARCO,

Plaintiff(s),

against

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

Defendants.

NYCAL

Index No: 19033112012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Ne~);ork, New York

( r ((hen i ,2013

. ED
1 .. \ L

t s
, h Floor
036 APR 05 20'3

SO ORDERED,



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON BENCE,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No: 190502/2012

against

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

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY R~S OFFICE

--L------'-"'--'---fl---f------' 2013

SO ORDERED,

Joseph W. e
BELLUC
Attorneys £
546 Fifth A
New York, 10036
(212) 681-1575



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
____________________,x

NYCAL
MILTON O. KARL, Individually and as Administrator
of the Estate ofIRWIN GOODMAN, Index No. 09/190002

Plaintiff,
-v-

ABEX CORPORATION, et al.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
____________________x,

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y9f!<:, NY
March!2-,2013

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVED
NEWVORK _

=-=--~"----f-::-::----::-::::;~.Jo£...--¥-ee1dNTV CLERl(S OFFICe <,

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP DARGER ERRANJE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

By: ;fr.xk~ '---
Robert I. Komitor, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13

th
FloorF I L

New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6240



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
DANIEL BISOGNO

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

Index No.: 119086/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

~~Sq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor

~e~ork, New York 10005
C2L;t1} 732-2000

Our File No.: 11084-1

York
---i~L,I-==""!!f.9i~~013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Daniel Bisogno
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003 L
(212) 558-5500 F I

Dated:

(>

RECEIVED
APR 05 2013

New YORK _
He i t lee5UNiY CI..~RK'S OFFICe. MAR, 2. 0 2013

Pp\F{"r"' ::40

II



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 02-107718
02-112282

JAMES TOMASELLO

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

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.

14335105.1

Dated: New York, NY
-RJ:,ru.ary t% ,2013

BY:~~
fYrvl () J. fl/f(1.(l-f f;sl L E

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff APR
180 Maiden Lane 05 2013
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

By:_----\oo'""""'=f:==-.:~r...p.:...-_-_
Samuel Goldblatt sq.

Denjamin R. D er Esq.
NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIOOlffalo, NY 14202
~716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, --Ho--'n.~ RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J<

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 99-101177
--------------------------------------------------------------------------J<
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

DENNIS PADULA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
--------------------------------------------------------------------------J<

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 plaintiff's 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.

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

By:__~""",----,-----"'o,,~~ _

O
Samuel Goldbl
Benjamin R. D er Esq.
NIJ<ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

NEW YORK 4Q.Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
t:>,01t1Nll-l, Ct..ERI(iS OFFIHnffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, _---"'~~-_RECEIVED

14335105.1

Dated: New York, NY

BY:;~~
DIW'O :r £~~EiJ. L E

WEITZ & LUJ<ENBER ,P.~'
Attorneys for Plaintiff 2013
180 Maiden Lane APR 05
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------lC

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 02-106581
--------------------------------------------------------------------------lC
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

GEORGE NOVAK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
--------------------------------------------------------------------------lC

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.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

APR OS 2013

By: ~~----_

Samuel Goldblatt, E
Benjamin R. Dwye sq.DNIlCON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

}~~~~~~5t853-8100

WEITZ & LUlCENBER
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

14335105.1

SO ORDERED, __~~+-~~+- _



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

BRUCE FLANIGAN

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J(

Index No. 02-105874
02-109937

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.

Q9vtD 7, ~Y' ,Esq.
WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff F I
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, _~.-=...,;:.--~~~_-C-LE-R-KISOFFICE

14320953.1

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

WILLIAM BELANICH

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 02-124439

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.

Dated: New York, NY

~
~~ ,2013 •

By: ~~< By:_~-=,+-~~~ _

f.-
Samuel Goldbl

7k1.1'1 £~ ~b ~/\ ,lscL E 0 Benjamin R. er Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENBE~ ,P.~. NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane APR 05 2013 Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 40 fountain Plaza, Suite 500

TV C ERK'S OFFIC§uffalo, NY 14202
853-8100

14335105.1

SO ORDERED, -~~L.....A4---~--I:..-::CEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JAMES HILER

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 10-190013

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.

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30

By:_---'-..........,;;;z='----_~II"'----_
Samuel Goldblatt,

O
Benjamin R. Dwy Esq.
NI)(ONPEABODY LLP

, Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

NEW YORK Buffalo, NY 14202
I OFF\ 3-8100

APR 05 2613

~ ~l ,s.

ITZ & LU)(ENBE~1C'L E
Attorneys for Plaintiff r
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

14335105.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
ROBERT CYNAMON,

NYCAL
I .A . S. Part 30
(Judge Heitlerl

Index No.: 11974B/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnha

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in th

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendan

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

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

and cross claims against defenFtl L~'oe dismissed wit

prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

So Ordered:

Dated: New York, New York

Zl2z
;r-~/....,. .;IS- , 201'3> NEW YO

COUNTY SO~

N/(....80 LAS ~0".Ac...~, Esq. M.--Ar;lg· ilc5~

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP Cullen and ykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Robert Cynamon Burnham LLC
BOO Third Avenue - 11 th Floor 44 Wall Street - 15 th Floor
New York, New York 10022 New York, New,York 10005
(212) 605-6200 (212) 732-2000

Our File No.' '=CCel\lED I
~~:=::::J~~.L--- MAR 20 2013

PAR1~ 3'0



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JOSEPH SALERNO and CAROLYN SALERNO t

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tIer)

Index No.: 190133/12

Plaintiff,

- against -

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al.,

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE t defendant BURNHAM LLC t as successor to Burnham

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled caset pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHb be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F , L E ~
Dated: APR 052013

.....--..:::;;=~~~,...::i:€J.L--_-----:: ........~~cl~;v
Williams, Esq. Joseph Angi.c:rl"fllotEsq.
Williams & Assoc. Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Joseph Salerno Burnham LLC
245 Park Avenue 44 Wall Street - 15 th Floor
New York, New New York, New York 10005
(212 ) 668 - 11 2 .. (212) 732 - 2 000

Our File No., R~CCJ.\1EO

W\I\R 20 7.0\3

PAR,30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
GORDON ROCKMAKER,

NYCAL
I .A . S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tIer)

Index No.: 110157/05

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et 0.1.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnha~

i

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in thJ

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

i
Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendan,

BURNHAM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 1

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

and cross claims against defendant BrrE' [)e dismissed

prejudice and without costs. f= I
I

witn
i

1
I

APR 05 2013

J eph
Cullen an
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street - 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005

12) 732-2000

ur File No.: t~\1ED

MAR 20 2m3

PART 30

Dated: New York, New York

~20~l3

~}J~,Esq.
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Gordon Rockmaker
800 Third Avenue - 11 th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

So Ordered:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Caroline A. Newcomb, Individually and
as Executrix for the Estate of Nelson
E. Newcomb,

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

Index No.: 102562/06

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

New York, New York

3~!lF1'C~0
Richmond, Esq. PR () 5 2\)1'3Jus n

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ~ C len and Dyk
Attorneys for Plaintiff KAttorneys for
Carol ine A. Newcomb, NE.W y~:S~e & DiBono Co.
Individually and as ~1YA'i- Inc.
for the Estate of Nelson E. 44 Wall Street
Newcomb New York, N~~~tO~
700 Broadway, 6

th Floor (212) 732R~t:lVt:U
New York, New York 10003 Our Fi .. : 10924-5189

\~, "~ ""~i

Dated:

So Ordered:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
Susan M. Peteley, as Executrix for the
Estate of Joseph L. Peteley,

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

Index No.: 117266/05

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

MAR, 202013

PART 30
Hon. S

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Net=Y\rJl E 0
~i r,2~ ~

JOh~q. f\PR052~~. in . Ta~
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. C. NEW YO llen and D LP
Attorneys for PlaintiffOUNTYCLER~~g~~ySfor Defendant
Susan M. Peteley, as E~ecutrix Mario & DiBona Plastering Co.
for the Estate of Joseph L. Inc.
Peteley 44 Wall Street
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005
New York, New York 10003 (212) 732-2000

Our File I-V-EiD
So Ordered:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Mildred Murray, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of Edwin
Murray,

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tIer)

Index No.: 102879/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being n

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejUdit: 1C) without costs.

Dated: New York, NeJFyolk'-
3/y

So Ordered:

PAR""'-"" ...~O' I ..:P



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Carmen Wilson and Ruby Wilson,

Plaintiffs,
- against -

3M Co., et al.,

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 190143/11

NO OPPOS:IT:ION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOT:ION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Alpha Wire Corp., hereby requests

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

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I

Complaint against defendant Alpha Wire Corp., with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Alpha Wire Corp., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

New York
/I--h':"'-_~U----' 2 012

Patrick T_mmons, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Carmen Wilson and Ruby Wilson
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10022

J ,. Ta.f ,
Cullen and Dy
Attorneys for Defendant
Alpha Wire Corp.
44 Wall Street

ork, New York 10005
701-4164



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
ROBERT GUIDAL

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

Index No.: 119104/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVED

_.~ .

Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor

E
N~YOrk, New York 10005
(M) 732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-3099

APR 0 '2.U13

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert Guidal
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor
New York, New York~~3L
(212) 558-5500 r'

NEW YORK -
- .---",-------.w~""'-----""I--,--. "f"V CLe.R~SOff\CE ~

HeltJGQUN'1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
PAUL KARTIS, SR.

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

Index No.: 127312/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVED

:...;;?' - ~ .....•
Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15 ili Floor
New York, New York 10005
r'-21~ 732 - 2 000
~~le No.: 11084-3242FIL

New York

'-~~..!...J,,"'-"" 2 a13

Frank Ortiz, Es~'-'-~
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Paul Kartis, Sr.
700 Broadway, 6 ili Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated:

:;;-:-=-----;::::~~~:;--;H-;:-:e=-=i:-:t-:;l-::e:-::-::r NEW YORK
COUNTY CI..ERK'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI

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

Index No.: 120902/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 202013

PART 30

lolirio, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005

.-'-2Jft 732-2000
1CP4Llile No.: 11084-3491

RECEIVEDR05 2013

FIL

Heitler NEW YORK
COUNTY CLEAKIS OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq ..-__r---
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintif
Thaddeus M. Kozlowski
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
CHARLES J. MAHFOUD

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

Index No.: 120904/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 20 2013

RECEIVED

seph M. Angiolill0,
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15 ili Floor

L~ Jerk, New York 10005
_2a.1732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-3097

APR 05 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Charles J. Mahfoud
700 Broadway, 6ili Floor
New York, New York l°F I
(212) 558-5500

Dated:

NCWYOAK
- ------,:,,-O=;~"""-=-___:__=__H{ JUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

o



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
RALPH J. RUGGIERO

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tIer)

Index No.: 114095/02

Plaintiff,
NO-OPPOSITION

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 202013

York

~r~~_t.i-',.2013

Frank Ortiz, E~~~~_
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Ralph J. Ruggiero
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New Yor~OIOj
(212) 558-5500 r L

Dated:

~> ..-/'

Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15 ili Floor

E~ York, New York 10005
(W2 ) 73 2 - 2 0 0 0
Our File No.: 11084-3530

SO~ORDERED:~ APR05211~

____~~_ NEW YORK RECEIVED
Han. Sherry . Heit~TYCLERK'S OFFICE

"I

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
LOWELL H. THOMPSON

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 115179/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Lowell H. Thompson
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 F I L

Joseph M. giolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005

E (~) 732-2000
O~~ile No.: 11084-3087

SO ORDERED:

~
~052013

~ NEW YORK
Hon. S erry . H .l t C6UNTV CL.ERI(iS OFFICE :

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JEFFREY A. ZAYAS

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 119115/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq ...__~"'-
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jeffrey A. Zayas
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New Yor~ol0l.
(212) 558-5500

"

NEW YORK
--~~--=---H~'~IJ.Pil-l CLERK'S OFFICEelt er

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
NORMAN VORCHHEIMER,

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

Index No.: 109455/03

Plaintiff,

- against -

ALCOA, INC., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnha

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in th

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendan

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

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

and cross claims against defendant

prejudice and without costs.

wit

APR 05 2013

. Heitler

York, New York

-L.,l5!~-,,---=~;z-.-.,~' 2 01&3

Ie.-ttot A-~ tJ ovAe.-~, Esq.
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Norman Vorchheimer
800 Third Avenue - 11th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

So Ordered:

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
SALVATORE CANTOLINO,

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 190211/12

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnham

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed with

costs.

NEW YORK
COUN1'"Y CLERK'S OFFICE -

York
--r-,~-+-,:;.<-"""'"--"=+-' 2 0 12

Jord E q. /Joseph An illo, Esq.
Bell ~ ox LLP Cullen and Dykman LLP
Atto for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Salv Cantolino Burnham LLC
546 if Avenue - 4 th Floor 44 Wall Street - 15 th Floor
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10005

(212) 681-1575 F I L e2~ 732-2000

u~pe No., lR~-c:tlVED

~~~~rtJ~=~!R05 2013 MAR 20 20n

PART 30

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
HELEN NAGY,

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

Index No.: 190159/12

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.
---------~----------------------------X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnham

corporation ("BURNHAMff), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

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

York
2012

costs.

ms against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed with

x, Esq.
a. Fox LLP
for Plaintiff

Jor an
Bell c
Attorne
Helen R
546 Fifth Avenue - 4 th Floor
New York, New York
(212) 681-1575

and

preju i
I

Dateq:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
MARIAN WIACEK,

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

Index No.: 190096/12

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnham

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

MAR, 20 2013

PART 30
eitler NEW YORK

COUNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE

oseph An 'olillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

4 ili Floor 44 Wall Street - 15 ili Floor

FOI6L. E!e~ork, New York 10005
~2:W 732-2000

Our File No.: Rl:e~rVED
.~_....~~:--~Jf< 05 2013

Jo , Esq.
Be nd Fox LLP
At s for Plaintiff
Mar' Wiacek
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York
(212) 681-1575

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

and cross claiF against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed with

w}thout costs.

York
2012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JOHN RUFF,

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

Index No.: 190516/11

Plaintiff,

- against·-
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnham

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed with

Joseph
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street - 15~ Floor
~~ork, New YOrk. 10005
1::.21£1 732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-3240

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PAt~13 30

costs.

4 th Floor

w York
-+-~'---""!'F-+r-"--F--' 2 012

Jordan
Belluc
Attorn
John
546 Fi
New Y
(212 )

prejudice a

Dated:

HHoonn-:.~~~~~bij~eiittlleerr NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
FREDERICK L. MARK,

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

Index No.: 190188/12

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnham

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Section §3212,dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant

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

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed with

costs.

4 th Floor
10036

FIL

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

oseph Ang" lllo sq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street - 15 lli Floor
New York, New York 10005

1:212\ 732-2000
~u~ile No., 11084-~

~r;Jf...,I---MiAPR~O~5~20'13 RECEIV
MAR 202013

PART 30

York
--...,'--F-''--+-~'1-h''-, 2 012

Jordan F
Belluck LLP
Attorney r Plaintiff
Frederick k
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York
(212) 681-1

prejudice a

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tIer)

Index No.: 114562/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVEDAPR 05 2013

~> ;;7'
Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000

f I L~ tie No., 11084-3529

eitler
NEW YORK

co' JNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert A. Baiocco, Sr.
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

II



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
HORACE LEO CAYEN

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 123161/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs 1 Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New

~~~I-/;'/----INEW YORK
ft-1H:rco~n~.'h;~~trHH:eeii2t llCe~¢)UNJY CLERKI$ OFFICE MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JOHN R. SALTZER, SR.

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

Index No.: 124268/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

NEW YORK
He i tCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

M. An olilio, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

E
4wall Street, 15 th Floor
N~York, New York 10005
(212) 732 -2000

~~-L-__-AFI'HcH:rtU~3r File N°'RECtIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30

York

\-r-jnr;;~2;.;013

Ortiz, Es~--~""~
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
John R. Saltzer, Sr.
700 Broadway, 6 th

F~~

New York, New York~of31.
(212) 558-5500

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
LEONARD P. SITAREK

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

Index No.: 115173/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

NewDated:

tiz, giolillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenber Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintl Attorneys for Defendant
Leonard P. Sitarek Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 th

F~o1 L E4Dall Street, 15 th Floor
New York, New York(lodb3 N York, New York 10005
(212 ) 558 - 5 500 (2 12 ) 73 2 - 2 000 \IED·

APR 0_5 20t:rr File Nt:tEe~I .

----::;~~1~f/I----N-EW-YORK \-A/),R 2() 2013

~~~~~TOOt$!.TY CLERK'S OFFICE PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JOSEPH SYRACUSE

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

Index No.: 127679/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR. 20 2013

_RECEIVED
.,

NEW YORK
. He i et:nJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

oseph M. A 'olillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

E
~Wall Street, 15 th Floor
~ York, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-1

rs:~W-_--z:u-a~2013

PART 30
II



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
CONRAD F. WAHL

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

Index No.: 112127/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Hei tIer NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

RECEIVED
M~R 20 20n

PART 30

seph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15 ili Floor

,",w York, New York 10005
W12) 732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-1

E

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Conrad F. Wahl
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor
New York, New York 1~0~3

(212) 558-55 0 F I L



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
-------------------------------------~x

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
WALTER W. WILSNACK, III

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

Index No.: 111909/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED

seph M. Anglolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
~w York, New York 10005
~12) 732-2000
Our File No.: 11084-1

L!1-_----l""""'" 05 2613

Frank Ortiz, Esq.--~~

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Walter W. Wilsnack, III
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New Yo~ fO'3 E
(212) 558-55 r ...

"1fc~:::gj~~~ffi;It' ~~EW YORK
HeCSQNtv CLERK'S OFFICE

I
"



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
ALEXANDER ZABLOZKI

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

Index No.: 119673/00

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 202013

PART 30

RECEIVED

-=5':sePh ~.~ giolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor

E
w~rk, New York 10005
IV732-2000

Our File No.: 11084-1

New York
----'lk---"""----;",----+ ' 2 0 1 3

~~rJ-If~-~ 05 2013

Frank Ortiz, Es~__~"~
Weitz & Luxenbe , C.
Attorneys for Plaintl f
Alexander Zablozki
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 1~31 L
(212) 558-5500 r

~HZ/c.ti:~;lt":"lfj~ke~it:t:-:jl-;;e::;::r NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Dated:



•
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
GILBERT EUGENE CARMAN

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

Index No.: 126045/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F'l E

E-

MAR 20 2013

PAR-r 30

_; / ,,/ y"APR 05 2013
~~~ ..
~ ~ ··-.co NE'r1f VORK

Joseph M. AngiOlilro,U"!1¥~LERI<ISOFFI
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

I L 4E:wcn Street, 15 th Floor
N~ ~k, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000

APR o~UZ01Jile No.: 11084-1

RECEIVED

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Gilbert Eugene Carman
700 Broadway, 6 th Flooe
New York, New York 10d53
(212) 558-5500

NEWYOAK
~rr:==~~~~:'HeItre:~OUNTY CLERI('S OFFICE

Dated:
t', I
(,;>



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
JOSEPH DEMARCO

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

Index No.: 109339/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs 1 Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR 202013

PART 30

RECEIVED

oseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor

E
e~ork, New York 10005
2U 732-2000

Our File No.: 11084-1

_-r.APR 05 2013

.~'"

~l

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Joseph DeMarco
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York Fot L
(212) 558-5500

Dated:

;;H~~~~~~H;::-:;-'=-=~;-:-::r.. NEW YORK
on . e l tetJUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

II



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
PETER E. FLEMING

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 113637/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

York

---j~-:s=--t1liiiil~,...2 013

Frank Ortiz, E
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Peter E. Fleming
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York pOl3 L
(212) 558-5500

"

APR 05 2013

~;;-~:h};~~'tl1----r:H:r;;e~iitt::-:l~e;-:;;:r NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
WILLIAM T. GOOLEY

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 119088/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
William T. Gooley
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York POl3 L
(212) 558-5500

HZ~jij:~~7/if.~HreeIi~t.l.e~~r.. NEv\! YORK
{;QUNi'Y CLEHK'S OFFICE

RECEIVED
MAR? (I 7013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
THOMAS HYNES

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 101994/03

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Frank Ortiz, sg.'-~"~

Weitz & Luxenbe C.
Attorneys for Plainti f
Thomas Hynes
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor

New York, New Y~ 1°'°3 E
(212) 558-5500 r ....

Dated: New York
"-~--""'=...L...J....,;;r'--~' 2 a13

seph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor

Dew York, New York 10005
212) 732-2000

Our File No.: 11084-1

I
II

RECEIVED



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
ANDREW KORNACKI

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

Index No.: 121910/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

itler
NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. seph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Andrew Kornacki Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor 44 Wall Street, 15 th Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005
(212) 558-5500 F I I (2~ ,~2-2000

~uE:F~ No.: 11084-1

RECEIVED
APR 05 2013 2013

MAR 20

PP,R-r 30

SO ORDERED

Hon. Sh

,
I



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
NICHOLAS C. LATZER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 125211/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MAR? {} 2013

Pj)~ FZ'~.", ::5 ~J

RECEIVED

M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732-20000E ne No.: 11084-1

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUN1Y CLERK'S OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Nicholas C. Latzer
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Hon. Sher~~~~

II



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
RALPH F. LUISI

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

Index No.: 103178/03

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

Pt\RT 30

M. A olillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
~2~ 732-2000
~u~ile No.: 11084-1FIL

Frank Ortiz, q ..-~p-"
weitz & Luxenber~,~~~

Attorneys for Plaintif
Ralph F. Luisi
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

~~~fJi~~~'APR05 2013
~ Heitler

NEW YORK
coUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Dated:

'II



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
LAWRENCE G. MANNING

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

Index No.: 107103/02

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

Pj\ !;:(T~' :30

oseph M. ngiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005

e
2~ .732-2000
u~lle No.: 11084-1

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -

~~:jljT---~Aij5jPR 05 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Lawrence G. Manning
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 F I L

Dated:

"



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
MICHAEL W. RICKARD

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

Index No.: 101768/03

Plaintiff t

- against -
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE t defendant BURNHAM LLC t hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled caset pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212 t dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC t with prejudice t and there being no

opposition thereto t

ORDERED t that upon notice to all co-defendants t all claims

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC t be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

/

M. giolillo t Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Streett 1511i Floor
New York t New York 10005
(212) 732-2000L ErDle No.: 11084-1

~;~~Jt'fll--=---A-PR05 2013 RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

NEW YORK PARr
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE"" 30

Frank Ortiz t Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg t P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Michael W. Rickard
700 BroadwaYt 6~ Floor
New York t New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
RALPH BLANK

Plaintiff,

- against -

ADIENCE, INC., et al.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

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

Index No.: 125260/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Dated:

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

New York
2013

Frank Ortiz, sq. ---;~~sq.
Weitz & Luxenbe C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintl Attorneys for Defendant
Ralph Blank Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6~ Floor 44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005
(212) 558-5500 F I L E ~12) 732-2000

~ File No.: 11084-1

,I,

APR 05 2013

HO?~~~~~J:TI~EW YORK
CLERK'S OFFICE ~

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PAR1- 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
LINO BORG

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Hei tler)

Index No.: 126810/02

Plaintiff,

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

Joseph M. ngiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000F I L ~t1ile No.: 11084-1

RECEIVED
Heitler NEWYORK MAR. 202013

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -

.PART 30

York

'J~t-,....._2_0 13

Frank Ortiz, Es~__~
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Lino Borg
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Hon.

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
GLENN R. CARLISLE

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

Index No.: 114132/02

Plaintiff/

- against -

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

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC/ with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

oseph Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
r'-2~ 732-2000
~~ile No.: 11084-1FIL

Frank Ortiz, Es~.--~~

Weitz & Luxenberg, P..
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Glenn R. Carlisle
700 Broadway/6 th Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: ~~\'i. YOFk, Ne
,,\.. ,~ \SZ...f '. :3/1, "I,
'...,,'. .

~tJJ.)r..;---- APR 05 2013

Heitler NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PAROr" 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190194/12

GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE SOUTHER,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse Tec, Inc. as successor-by

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:

SO ORDERED,

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFE

Hon.Sh

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

O
·

:5,



Plaintiff(s),

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHN JOSEPH BRADSHAW, Index No.1 01189/01

104954/99
111077/98
113279/97
109865/96

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

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
-2,)i - , )

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

(212) 558-5500

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company a ! year C ada Inc.

Br6~ By: ~) .~
Dana Northcraft, Esq. 'z Shoai-Naini, Esq.

700 Broadway F I L E Dwest 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018

APR 052013212)302-2400 RECEIVED
Dated: New York, N.ewYork NEWYOAK lAAR 20 'LOn

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -

--- PART 30
SO ORDERED: -........:::;;~===~~~L- _



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

CARMEN WILSON and RUBY WILSON,
Index No. 190143/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg Warner) hereby

requests summ~ry judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Noriel Sta. Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall. Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

auppauge,N 11788

,2013

APR 05 2013

NEWYOR
COUNTY CLERK'

_~;-iL~;:~~E~CEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

DATED: ~\ \\
\ 1:

0J;;j~------
~eys for Plaintiff
Levy, Phillips & Korlisblrrl.L1£ D
800 Third Ave., 13t~-Flo~r
New York, NY 10022



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190375/12

LEWIS WILLIAMS and MARIA WILLIAMS,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

Attorneys for Defendant
Kamco Supply Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

D
APR 05 2013

-~~~~)"CrEIVED
SO ORDERED,

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

against defendant Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without q,ts.

DATED: 0\ ,2013

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190375/12

LEWIS WILLIAMS and MARIA WILLIAMS,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner), hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

MAR. ? 0 20B

P'!ll~ ""'ro'
J"~ o,J .•<

~:-a--:-ria-------------
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

~~~~~~ECEIVEDSO ORDERED,

DATED: ----==~~+-F+----- ,2013

Attorneys for PI inti
Joseph P. Willia
245 Park Avenue
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167 APR 05 2013



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190375/12

LEWIS WILLIAMS and MARIA WILLIAMS,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with

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

'S OFF/e -

APR 052013

eitf{ECEIVED

APR 05 2013

O
N riel tao Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

NEW YORKo F\ u pauge, NY 11788
COUNT/C\"

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for PI . I

Joseph P. Williams & ,c0tt s
245 Park Avenue r
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice anWz·th;t costs. F , l e
DATED: C(.J:2 ,2013

(

MAR 20 2013



F' LED

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190483/12

MICHAEL 1. WALSH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

o



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190340/12

DANIEL E. VALENSI, Individually and as Executor for
the Estate of FRANCES S. VALENSI

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation named as Borg-Warner Corporation by its

successor-in-interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Borg

Warner), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Borg-Warner, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

against defendant Borg-Warner, be and the same are hereby dismissed wittf':>~fJlrjudice

d
. h AI> //

an WIt out costs. r

DATED: ___[;)-----:../_I_§ ,2013

E
~~-ro-m.,....,c!be5i-"rg""'------
Worneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner

APR 05 2013 Marshall, Denneh.ey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Vete . ighway

COUN~EW pauFt~t~fVED

----f--~~-f-----~R202013

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

I )..-/7j. //~ -U W . ?,,' L--····L?:
Attteystor Plaintiff F I L
Bel uck & Fox LLP
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Plaintiff(s),

SANDRA L. MINISTER and RICHARD
DALE GRAVES, as Co-Administrators for the . NYCAL
Estate of CHARLES P. GRAVES, . LA.S. Part 30

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No(s).: 113490-06

-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED

LEFrank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERlf"!"IIlf'JIIiIliL..
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -Jr,....".~--i'--~;II'V-+-----

MAR. 20 2013

PART 30



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Plaintiff(s),

JOYCE COX, as Executrix for the Estate of
EDWARD GOTTLIEB, and JOYCE COX, as : NYCAL
Executrix for the Estate of ANNA GOTTLIEB, : I ASP ""0. . . art j

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heider)

Index No(s).: 114637-06

-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ~?'Yd1 4,)0' 3
New York, New York

FF'~~~':kk<~/'~;,~~~r;ti~~:~E~srt!tI.;~.~.~fli~rlLE 0 Kirst AllOr~q ~
WEITZ & LUXENBEm"!I~1II... K& GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) APR 05 2013 orneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 Ne.W YORK 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 ·~,""",-JCLe.RK'SOFF\~wYork, NY 10022-6030

~.J-.Ae:--__~2_1~) 536-3900

SO ORDERED, --=------:--r-~~~~--- RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

GLADYS RICHMOND, as Executrix for the
Estate of MURRAY L. WHITE, and GLADYS
RICHMOND, as Executrix for the Estate of
EMMA C. WHITE,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heider)

Index No(s).: 100309-07

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

MAR 20 2013

PART 30
SO ORDERED, --------lo~"'r--:;;>F-*~f-------

:::---:--::~~~~~-rL E
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.l1'~';""'1"""'lllli Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.~\ilIt K& ATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) APR 05 2013 At rneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 N LE K'S OF~!' York, NY 10022-6030 ED

.' 212) 536-3900 RECEIV
...,-~



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

------------------------------------------------------------------}(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------------------------------------}(
This Document Relates To:

NANCY J. SANTINI, Individually and as Executrix of the :
Estate of ANTHONY SANTINI,

Plaintiff(s),

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heider)

-against- Index No.: 109973-05

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

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------~---------}(
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 3212, 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.

'kiu4 F ' LED,
APR 05 2013

E
Carmen V· 0 ia t. Geo e, Esq. Kirsten
LEVY PHILLIPS & K IGSBERG, LLAPR 05 2D13K&L TES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Atto eys for Defendant NEW YOAK
800 Third Avenue, 11

th
Floor NEW YORK CRA: E.CO. COUNTY CL.ERK'S _

New York, NY 10022 . COUNTY CL.ERKIS Oi~~xtp.gton Avenue OFFICE
(212) 605-6200 N'ew'?ork, NY 10022-6030

~
.. (212)536-3900 CEIVED

SO ORDERED ~. RE
, ~~ler MAR 202013

PART 30



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

------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates To:

RICHARD LANGHORNE, Individually and as
Administrator of the Estate of PETER CONSORTI,

Plaintiff(s),

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against-
Inde)( No.: 101948-04

AEROFIN CORPORATION, flk/a Buffalo Forge,
Individually and as subsidiary of AMPCO-Pittsburgh
Corp., et aI.,

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Defendants.
------------------------------------------------------------------)(

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

RECEIVEDH .

en lctoria t. rge, Esqt: , L E
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBE\G, LLP K GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) APR 05 1U' torneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11 th Floor RANE CO.
New York, NY 10022 YORK 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 605-6200 N~ER~S~rk, NY 10022-6030

N'T'Y (212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED, ---,.';~

MAR ~ 0 2013

PAR.T~ 30



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

------------------------------------------------------------------x

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
------------------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

RICHARD LANGHORNE, Individually and as
Administrator of the Estate of PETER CONSORTI,

Plaintiff(s),

NYCAL
lAS. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against- Index No.: 101948-04

AEROFIN CORPORATION, f/k/a Buffalo Forge,
Individually and as subsidiary of AMPCO-Pittsburgh
Corp., et aI.,

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
------------------------------------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC., with respect to named

defendants Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc., Weinman Pumps, division of Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc.

and Weinman Pump & Supply Company (hereinafter "CRANE PUMPS"), hereby requests summary

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

APR 05 2013

MAR 20 Z013

PART 30

~F I L E D~

Hon."S:b~~laK1

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&L ATESLLP
Att eys for Defendant
C CO. NEW YORK
599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, NY 10022-6030 -,
(212) 536-3900

SOORDERED,__~~'r4-----" RECEIVED

armen Victoria St. Geor
LEVY PHILLIPS & KO
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
800 Third Avenue, 11 th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200

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

('1 h



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

---------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates To:

HENRY BERGQUIST and MARY ANN
BERGQUIST,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against-
: Inde)( No(s).: 111235-01

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------)(

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

Hon.~~

SO ORDERED, ----+------"':ill'=--=--"o.,J-----

Dated: ;J" J (/' I .)

a~ ,l E
2n13

~it e~~~S'Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) APR 05.u orneys for Defendant
700 Broadway RANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK 599~x:ington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 CLER~ ~~Yotk, NY 10022-6030

(212) 536-3900

RECEJ\lED



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

- ---.--..-.---- ---- - - ·····------x

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L1TIGATlON
...........- --..---..- -..----- ---.··_--------x
This Document Relates To:

MARINO CALMI and TlNA CALMI,

Plaintiff(s),

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No.: 190308-12
·against-

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

Defendants.
--..-- -..-..---.- --.- -- ---.------------·---·-···x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

RECEIVED
MAR,O 2013

defend nt C NE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

I
Datedi t-I\u_n l~"'""i'.~-:--~~

SO ORDERED.

John R 'I Es . APR 05 2013
BELL X, LLP K&L 1\TES LLP
~ttor~~ s o~ Pla!nt~!f(s) NEW YORK ~ttor eys ,tor Ddendant
)46 Filtn ihenuc, 4 FleR5UNTY CLERK'S 0 CR. E CO.
Ne'.\! York, NY 10036 FFICE 5~ Lexington Avenue
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10022

(212) 536-3900



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

George Bement

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 104635/07

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.

SO ORDERED, __~~c:iil---~~f-- _-

Dated:

Frank 0 lZ, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER'
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

5416796v.l

APR 05 2013

NEWVOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

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
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32560

RECEIVED
MAR, 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Leonard Anderson

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 114935/07

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.

SO ORDERED, __-+c21:iIJ,_+-"~'~<OrI--/-----~itler

Dated:

Frank rtiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBU!IIIl~~

Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

I LED
APR 05 2013

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

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
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32670

5416790v.l

RECEIVED
MAR, 20 2013

PART 30



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

KATHLEEN A DENARDO, as Executrix for
the Estate of DONALD P. PRENTICE,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against-
Index No(s).: 101281-07

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., :

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PART 30

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq.
APR 05 2013K& GATES LLP

A rneys for Defendant

NEWYORK CRANE CO.
COUNTY CL.ERK'S ~xington Avenue

New , Y 10022-6030
212) 536-3900

H .
SO ORDERED, ---..."......".;,.tq---/---,~:rv---,~----

Dated: M,,(~ ~ ;ot~
New k, Ne'w York

.,...
Frank M. lZ, Es
WEITZ & LUXENBER
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

JOAN M. NOLAN, Individually and as
Executrix for THOMAS ROBERT NOLAN,
SR.,

Plaintiff(s),

· NYCAL
· LA.S. Part 30
· (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No(s).: 108180-06

-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

Alford Kneis, Esq.
K& ATES LLP

NEW YORK Att rneys for Defendant
COUNTY Cl.ERK'S OF ~E CO.

599 Lexington Avenue7 New York, NY 10022-6030
\ ~'-f"'=~'"3900

SO ORDERED, ---z~~~7{t~~~::----

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



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

DORIS MOON, as Proposed Executrix for the
Estate of ERNEST MOON, SR., and DORIS
MOON, Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
. l.A.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No(s).: 105887-06

-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED
MAR, 20 2013

PART 30

ED
Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq.
K& GATES LLP
At rneys for Defendant

NEW YORK CRANE CO.
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICe99 Lexington Avenue

NewYork, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED, --7"""'S...........l--I-l--.9I--H/--,~----

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



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Plaintiff(s),

JEFFREY MONTANTE, as Executor for the
Estate of MARY L. MONTANTE, and LOUIS: NYCAL
MONTANTE, Individually, . LA.S. Part 30

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No(s).: 101344-07

-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

APR 05 2013Alford Kneis, Esq.
K& ATES LLP
Att rneys for Defendant N
CRANE CO. COUNTY~W YORK
5»9 Lexington Avenue bEAK'S OFF/CE

f\CE. New York, NY 10022-6030 -
) 536-3900

RECEIVED

o

MAR 20 2013

PAR--Th 30

SO ORDERED, ----='-+---h~r-fl:~+_----



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

JAMES MONARCHIO and BARBARA
MONARCHIO,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against-
Index No(s).: 113486-06

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED
MAR .2 02013

PART 30

F'LED
APR 0 5 20_'3_-J-=-_~__' __

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq.

New,<of\K&L ATBS LLP

UNT'f cl.ef\~a ~ for Defendant
cO . C NECO..

599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030

~1,oO.J..~~~3-900

Dated: ~""'cM 1,~I~
New ,New York

Frank M. 12, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ----~'-------:H'Jt'7hi'-'~----



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

GARY LEE KLINDT, as Executor for the
Estate of HERBERT KLINDT,

Plaintiff(s),

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against-
Index No(s).: 105764-06

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------x

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEiVED
MAR? () 201J .'

SO ORDERED, ---~~::W-~L....Mjrl----

D~,~~~3 ED
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Atto eys for Defendant
700 Broadway WYORK C NE CO.
New Yark, NY 10003 ~~LERK'S OFFiCE 5'99 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 COUNI' 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
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

BERNARD 1. JOHNSON,

Plaintiff(s),
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against- Index No(s).: 109228-06

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

Defendants.

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

E DKirste
K&L ATES LLP

ADR 0 5 2013 Atto neys for Defendant
W C NECO.

599 Lexington Avenue
NEW YORK ¥ ork NY 10022-6030

C RK'S OF ) :536-3900

SO ORDERED, ---+-:~~-,(fl--------

RECEIVED

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

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

---------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

GERARD E. SCHIAVO,

Plaintiff(s),
: NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

-against- Index No(s).: 112522-06

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

Defendants.

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

~E 0 Kirst Alford Kneis, Esq.
K& GATESLLP

APR 05 2013 A orneys for Defendant
NECO.

WYORK 599 Lexington Avenue
. K' OFFId'Eew York, NY 10022-6030

LJ---~2-,12. 536-3RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30
Hon. 'S-IT/;~

SO ORDERED, ----f-----..4~"I-N'__U<__j'+__----

Dated~Z~'~.;lf'l;I~
\..-r>*~~ ........

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



..

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

........ ~ M _ '" _. _ _ • .. _ .. _ .. w. ":

j
MACHELLE MONIQUE MORALES, as i IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS
Administratrix of the Estate of MILTON L. jLITIGATION (NYCAL)
FORDHAM, Index Number

Plaintiffs, 190414/11
-against-

ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, i
INC" ~1 al., i

j

Defendants. I
I..... -.. ---_ --- __ -.. -- _ - -.. _ .:

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

ON BEHALF OF
DEFENDANT TYCO ELECTRONICS

Wl1EREFORE, defendant Tyco Electronics COtporation, individually and as a

successor-In-mterest to Amp, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

and all amendments to the complaint against Tyco Electronics Corporation, without prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Tyeo Electronics Corporation, be and the same are, hereby dismissed"'°1 LED c

prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

Dated: New YOf,k,.', N,ew~' ~k1 /13 -9-l,'C)\ 3
/, ;' /J 2Z'I''/" .
'/ -"""

By: /{l;itr'" (! . ''t:-~...---/
Ruth D. Marcus, Esq.
Wilelltz Goldman & Spitzer
Attorneys for plaintiffs
11 0 William Street 26th Floor
New York, NY 1. 0038
(646) 796-8906

SO ORDERED

By:

NEW YORK
hf/C'~l=Pf"Obt~I.s OFFICE

Michael H. '~reeman, Esq,
GREENBERG DAUBER
EPSTEIN & TUCKER, PC
Attorneys for defendant
One Gateway Center Stc 600
Newark, NJ 07102
(973) 643-3700

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



•

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

ON BEHALF OF
DEFENDANT TYCO BLECTRONICS

-against-

;
ASBEKA· INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, I
INC., ~ aI., I

I
Defendants. !

!

l
. 1

•• -~ -,..- --". '"'!' ~ --_ - .. - _ - '

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

._~ _ ~_,._':'",~,_,,_MM"""".~_"'''_''''''''''''''''''''''_'''''''''''.'''' __ '''' ~ ..l _
ESTATE OF GEORGE STUMME~ ! IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS

Plaintiffs, j LITIGATION (NYCAL)

Index Number
106012/98

WHEREFORE, defendant Tyoo Electronics Corporation, individt!ally and as a

successor-In-Interest to Amp, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

and all amendments to the complaint against Tyeo Electronics Corporation, without prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Tyco Electronics Corporation, be and the same are, hereby dismissed without

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York '3 -g - a.D [3

SO ORDERED

By: 1r:7;;ii~ ,b))lf~._.//' . By: &~~
- Ruth D. Marctis, Esq~'"-···-= F I LED Michael H. Freeman, Esq.

Wilentz Goldman & Spitzer GREENBERG DAUBER
Attomeys for plaintiffs EPSTEIN & TUCKER, PC
110 William Street 26th Floor APR 05 2013 Attorneys for defendant
New York, NY 10038 One Gateway Center Stc 600
(646) 796~8906 Newark, NJ 07102

NEW YORK 3) 64 -3700
COUNTY CLERK'S 0

RECEIVE~~~~;--
Mt\R ? 0 2013

PAK'f '30



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

Index No.: 190361/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT GRIFFIN,

- against-

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

F I LED

RECEIVED

~BJ:::en::::::j=~~~:::::=+=~===-APJ -05 2013
SEGAL Me RI GE
SINGER & MAHONEY, 'COON~t;wYO~K
Attorneys for Defendant - CL.ERKSOFFICE :
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
-7500

SO ORDERED, -~=--t-~~f---------

Jordan
BELL FOX, LLP
Attorn )) lor the Plaintiffs
546 F TH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR
New York, NY 10036
(888) 808-0428

MAR 20 2013

PAR1~ 30



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

Index No.: 108412/07
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

DENISE OMBRESKI,

- against-

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

APR OS 2013

F' LED

MAR 202013

PART 30

RECEIVED

.....-
eN. Megerian

S AL McCAM I GE
SINGER & MAH Y, LTD. New YORK
Attorneys for Defendant COUNTY CLeRK'S OFFle _
Weil-McLain E -
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, --~'--'t-oo~-I/-#'-----

atcliffe, Esq.
EIT LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-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/ "D ,2013
New York, New York



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON NYCAL
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROBERT SPINA,

Index No. 190321111
Plaintiff,

-against-

3M COMPANY, et. aI.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants.
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant JOY TECHNOLOGIES, INC. (hereinafter "JOY

TECHNOLOGIES") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

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

JOY TECHNOLOGIES with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, JOY TECHNOLOGIES be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. This dismissal does not affect any claims that Plaintiff is asserting

against Defendant, JOY TECHNOLOGIES.

Dated: New York, New York
2.{~1 ,2013

atrick Timmins, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED, -=

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

SINZ:-MAHONEY, fin, lED
~..." APR 05 2013

Katnna Murphy, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant NEW YOA
Joy Technologies, Inc. COUNTY CLERKIS'6
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 FF/CE
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROBERT SPINA,

Index No. 190321/11
Plaintiff,

-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

3M COMPANY, et. al.,

MAR 202013

PAR-r 30

RECEIVED

SEGAL~cCAMBRIDGESL_MAHONEY, LTD.

Katrina Murphy, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Joy Global, Inc. incorrectly sued Joy
Global, Inc. d/b/a Joy Mining Machinery,
individually and as successor-in-interest to
Sullivan Machinery Co.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

E New York, NY 10022
21

atric Ti i, Esq.
Levy Phillips & ~igfe~, LI!: 0
800 Third Avenu~ '- ~
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200 APR 05 2013

NEW YORK .
coUNTY Cl..ERK'S OFF

/'

SO ORDERED, _-""""""""'-'~~~~ _

Defendants.
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant JOY GLOBAL, INC. incorrectly sued JOY GLOBAL, INC.

d/b/a Joy Mining Machinery, individually and as successor-in-interest to Sullivan Machinery Co.

(hereinafter "JOY GLOBAL") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

defendant JOY GLOBAL with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, JOY GLOBAL be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs to either party. This dismissal does not affect any claims that Plaintiff is asserting against

Defendant, JOY GLOBAL.

Dated: New York, New York
<.I:~ I , 2013

I

PHILLIPS & NIGSBERG,



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

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
ALBERTO FERNANDEZ and ALEIDA
FERNANDEZ, Index No.: 190339111

- against-

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, Defendant DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter

"DURAMETALLIC") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitIed case, pursuant

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

Defendant DURAMETALLIC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

APR 05 2013

FI LED

NEWYORI(
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

MAR. 20 2013

Dated: New York, New York
f'4..},.\ ,2012

LEVY PHILLIPS & SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
KONIGSBERG, LLP SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Q=:t- £~~
Levy PhilJips & Konigsberg, LLC Attorneys for Defendant
Attorney for Plaintiff Durametallic Corporation
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY I0IY22~ew York, NY IOO~2

SO ORDERED,~ RECEIVED

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IRA FRIEDMAN, Index No.: 190239/11

Plaintiff,

- against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, et aI., LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as

Successor to York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE CORPORATION"), hereby

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE

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

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

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: ~ a. d' 2013
Ne York, New York

RECEIVED

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and

-:as Successor to York-Shipley
~50 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

..j--,fW.._~-.,-{)51-7500

ED

SO ORDERED, ---f--AYL-'''''--=-------

Adam Drekslcr, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBE
Attorneys for Plaintiff 2013
700 Broadway APR 05
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK E

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFle

MAR, ~ 0 2013

F) v.;:{ i' _;~J



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 115916/2006

LUCIEN IGRASSIA and CONSTANCE IGRASSIA,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

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

Defendants.

RECEIVEDSO ORDERED,

OX, LLP APR 05 2013 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

NEW'IORK
COUNT\' CI..E.RK'SO~'-#;~~ ~~~__

--t---+-I--I+--tt--t------

. Simone Nicholson, Esq.
,. Attorneys for Defendant

Curtiss-Wright Flow Control Corporation
k, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

~ltl&·· -

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS-WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION,

named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves and/or Sprague Pumps ("CURTISS

WRIGHT") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

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

CURTISS-WRIGHT with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, CURTISS-WRIGHT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: ·3J.II ~1?t LED
New York, ewY r r I

MAR 202013

PAR1~ 30



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

------------------------------------------------------------------------)( NYCA~
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHN RUFF,

Index No. 190516/11
Plaintiff(s),

-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

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

Defendants.

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as

Successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE") hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

~ot:!n.~CAMBRIDGE

&1MAHONEY, LTD.

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and
as Successor to York-Shipley
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

~~WYork~~NED
/M.:##-----J-3I~.

MAR 20 1.0n REeFT\ 'Ff:'
PAR'· ~3'0

I\L~ 6 0 ',:OF

NfWYORI§
coUNTY CL.ERK\~

I i tiff
.P.

e, 4th floor

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party. F I LED ,
APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED, ~~f---t ~ISL-~I-----



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE

Index No.: 190360112

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

APR 05 2013

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------x
WHEREFORE, Defendant POWER FLAME, INC. ("POWER FLAME"), hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant POWER FLAME, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

party.

Jord
Bell
Atto ey
546 ift
New , New York 10036 NEW YORK
(212) 6 -1575 coUNTY CL..ERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, RECEl\1EO
\-APo-R ~ () 1.\)\3

PART '30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK, Index No.: 190050112

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et. al.

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------x

LA.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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED,~~~~~~Heitk~---
<: • Heitler

Katrina Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Fifth Avenue ... Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 ., Nf;W~~::OFFICEGardnerDenverInc.
(212) 681-1575 coUNTY 01.. 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-75 0

RECEIVED
MAR 2020\3

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
ROBERT GRIFFEN, Index No.: 190361/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. SERVICES INC., et. aI.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------x

LA.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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

rk, N wYork

3 II i!O'3F I L ED~~
APR 05 2013 Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
NEW YORK & MAHONEY, LTD.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICiUtofneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

~:!:f~~~-7500 RECEIVED
so ORDERED,----f=~-R--~~----

MAR ,0 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE

Index No.: 190360/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER DENVER")

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

SO ORDERED, RECEI\JED
MAR ? 0 2.0\3·

PAK-'( '3D

E D Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

6 -7'-::.5~0~0__-

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

party.

Jordan Fo ,
Belluck F
Attorneys fo
546 Fifth enue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575

/
Dated: New y~ ,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
HARRY BENESH and FRANCES BENESH,

Index No.: 190463/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et. aI.,
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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

RECEIVED
MAR? 0 ZOB

PA\~:l~ 'jO

SO ORDERED,-~~~~':fl~~---

Dated: New York, NY
-- 3 - 141-20 I],

D . Barry, Es . C 0 Grace ang, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERofp. SEGAL McCAMBRID
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 Gardner Denver Inc.
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

COUNTY CL ~K'S OFFICE New York~.~~\\,York10022
. -7500



IFILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 03/12/20131
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 75

INDEX NO. 190506/2012

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 03/12/2013

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

------------------------------------------------------------------------){
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

------------------------------------------------------------------------){
ARMANDO GIACHIN,

NYCAL

Index No.: 190506/12
Plaintiff,

- against-

ADSCO MANUFACTURING, LLC, et aI.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants.

------------------------------------------------------------------------){
WHEREFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE U.S. INC., as successor-in-interest to

DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION incorrectly sued herein as FLOWSERVE US, INC.

INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUCCESSOR TO DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION,

(hereinafter "DURAMETALLIC") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against Defendant DURAMETALLIC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

APR 05 2013

F I LED
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Dated: New York, New York
rd'CUd~b, 2013

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC

/:)~ /2....- NEW YORK,Iv. (Nt.e~£1¢" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Madina Axelrod, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Flowserve U.S. Inc., successor-in-interest
to Durametallic Corporation
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

~.... )~~Y~~NYm22 RECEl\!~~::
SO ORDERED, = ~.' ,.'" .

"~R ~. 0 7.(1\3
.. , , . ')

Pf...\K.i.J' ,J

Mark Strauss, Esq~-'~--.I.---'::-"""
Attorneys for Plaintiff
360 Lexington Avenue,
New York, NY 10017



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

Index No.: 190326/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGAnON

THEODORE LEVY,

- against-

P1aintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-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

~:\\A~A"J"G:...LL '
JordanC F x sq. LED TalekeN.Megerian, ./
BELLU FO ,£CP' SEGAL McCAMB DGE
Attorne r h B aint~fs SINGER & MAHON , LTD.

enue, 4th Floor R 05 2ffi~w Attorneys for Defendant
York, N 0036 AP Weil-McLain
(212) 681-1575 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

NtiW YORK ~w-York, NY 10022
COUNTY OL.ERK'S OF.Flrn 2) 651-7500

HO-===SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)C
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------)C
ROBERT GRIFFEN, Inde)C No.: 190361112

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. SERVICES, INC., et. al. LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------)C

WH~REFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO., INC., Incorrectly Named as "Greene, Tweed

& Co., LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings" (hereinafter "Greene Tweed")

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GREENE,

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

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

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

RECEIVED

APR 05 2013

F I LED

NEW YORK ene N. Megeri , sq
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI~GAL McCAMB ID SINGER

& MAHONEY, LT
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

___~~'O'J]-7500

Hon.

k

SO ORDERED, ---~.-t'!'!fl-J'o'rl-t.'f------

costs to either p

Dated: Ne
.3

Jordan Fo)C
BELLUC
Attorneys laintiff
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

MAR. 20 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE, Index No.: 190360112

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. aI., LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO., INC., incorrectly named as "Greene, Tweed

& Co., LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings and Palmetto, Inc., a wholly-

owned subsidiary of Greene, Tweed & Co." (Hereinafter "GREENE, TWEED"), hereby requests

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GREENE, TWEED, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

APR 05 2013 .

F I LED

NEW YORK . a ene N. Megeri , sq.
COUNTY CLERK'S OF1~A~ McCA )3. DGE SINGER

& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 venue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

RECEIVEDSO ORDERED, -----t--fi'7f~f-------

costs to either party.

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
ABRAHAM FREUND,

Index No.: 190355/12

-against-
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et. al. LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------x
WHEREFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO., INC., incorrectly named as "Palmetto,

Inc., a wholly-owned subsidiary of Greene, Tweed & Co." (hereinafter "Greene Tweed") hereby

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint .against Defendant GREENE, TWEED, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

EENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

(TE~~LNM~~f~
NEW YORK & MAHONEY, trt>.

546 ·fth venue COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICEAttomeys for Defendant
New ork, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
(212)681-1575 New York, New York 10022

(212) 651-75~~._._ .....

SO ORDERED,~~~~~fl~~0------

RECEIVED
MAR 20 Z013

PART 30

IlED"/~
--+--++-+h~-----A-E)iR05 2013



l

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

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
JOHN DAUB and JEANETTE DAUB, Index No.: 190426/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually, and
as successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et. al LA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------x
WHEREFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO., INC., Incorrectly Named as "Greene, Tweed

& Co., LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings" (hereinafter "Greene Tweed")

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GREENE,

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

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

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

APR 05 2013

I LE 0 ..

NEW YORK ' T..a. N. Megerian, Esq
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SEffAL McCAMBRID E INGER

& MAHONEY, LTD. '-
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

__N~_York,New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 lOB

PAR1- 30

SO ORDERED, --'::~~~~~ilik;---

party.

k, NewYorkF

-+-+--=i'"f--#'j~"l-'2013

Jord
BELL./4'4J.""I
Attol1l~YS/IW

546 i
New
(212)



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

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107296/08

ALLEN M. MOSKOWITZ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Major Rubber "Products, Inc. (hereinafter "Major Rubber")

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Major Rubber with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Major Rubber be and the same arebeteby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

MAR. 20 2013

NFWYORK PART 30
COUNTY 'CUi:.f\K'S OFFICE ..

D vld H. Jones, sq.
MALABY, & RADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Major Rubber Products, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038

7IJUJ---__F(rLl~8b RECEIVED
APR 05 2013

New Yor~,.;~wYork
February_vt_, 201~

Dated:

~11-~
Mr. Kevin Berry,E~~-----
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff .
6earge gamnne I1tkPf 1'1"J'~w.fv
110 Williams Street, 26th Floor
New York, New York 10038
(212) 267-3091

SO ORDERED,-:-~~~~~k
Hon. She



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

---------------------x
INRE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL

---------------------x
JOHN RUFF, Index No.: 190516/2011

Plaintiff,
-v.-

A.D. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI.,
including DEZURIK,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

---------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant DeZurik (improperly sued herein as "DEZURIK, 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 DeZurik with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

RECEIVED
MAR ~ 0 2013

PAR1·· 30

Dated:

Dated:

L E DtALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

__-4-_---+'HtT~_f__-AP-R-O-5-2-013DSiseit¢1=---
NEW YORK Attorneysfor Defendant

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlfdtu~ik

546 Fifth Av ,4th Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10038
(212) 681-1575 "791-0285

SO ORDERED, ------r"--r':::::~~~._+_--



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)C
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------)C
ABRAHAM FREUND,

Inde)C No.: 190355/12

-against-
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3 M COMPANY, et. al. LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.
--------------------------------------------------------------)C

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER DENVER")

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Mfl-R ? () l013

pJ.\f{~r 3D

ECEIVED------.-

APR 05 2013

F I LED
Arlene Gharabeigie, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
& MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

--",",,"",,~york, New York 10022
NEW YORK ( 00

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFle

SO ORDERED,

party.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------x
JOHN RUFF,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

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

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------x

Index No.: 190516/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LA.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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED1L
Katrina Murphy, Esq.

APR 0 5 2013 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.

NeW YORK Attom~ys for Defendant
COUNTY C\.ERK'S OMlGiner Denver Inc.

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

(212) 621-7500 RE~=,.'

SO ORDERED, ---:::>""':::::;s:;;;~~-44L-_---_.



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

------------------~----------------------------------------------)(

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROLLAND ENGLE,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

3M COMPANY, et. al.

Inde)( No.: 190284/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO. INC. ("Greene Tweed") incorrectly named

herein as "Greene, Tweed & Co , LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings,"

(hereinafter "Greene Tweed") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

Defendant GREENE, TWEED, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs to either

F I LED
APR 05 201 Ta ne N. Megeri ,Es.

SEGAL McCAMB E SINGER
NEW YORK & MAHONEY, LTD.

COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFI9fttorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

SO ORDERED, __ ~;~7~~WYork 1O~.2..~, •__

H~ RECEI,', "



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

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE DEMARCO,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

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

Inde)(No.: 190331/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, GREENE, TWEED & CO., INC., incorrectly named as "Greene, Tweed

& Co., LLP, Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings and Palmetto, Inc., a wholly-

owned subsidiary of Greene, Tweed & Co." ("GREENE, TWEED")hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GREENE, TWEED, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

E TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

I LED
Jordan Fo)(, ene N. Megeri ,Es.
BELLUCK APR 05 2013 SEGAL McCAM RI E SINGER,.----
Attorneys fo & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Av nue N~W VORK Attorneys for Defendant
New York, N ork 1003"6 COUNTY CL.ERK'S,PFF.ICE8$0 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
(212)681-1575 N~w York, Ne':."_York 10022

651-7500

SO ORDERED, ~~~~~~--RECtr:'''''''''/~-....
. ., !1" J \i, .r\''.-. ...., t'm .'w..J'

MAt? .~.. 0, 20:3



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

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA NORENE
ASH-BAILEN,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. aI.,

Inde)( No.: 190217/12
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Defendants.

--------------------------------------------------------------x
WHEREFORE, Defendant THOMAS INDUSTRIES INC., Individually and as successor

to Welch Vacuum Technology, Inc., incorrectly named as Welch Pumps, (hereinafter,

"THOMAS INDUSTRIES INC.") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against Defendant THOMAS INDUSTRIES INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

OMAS INDUSTRIES INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

SO ORDERED, ----'''-;f-'c:~~'_I_----
Hon. §JlS~..K.- MAR. ,. 0 2013

PAR-l" j{)



TMc:CCGpk)
2/26/13

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 122197/99 and 114395/00

ASSIGNED TO:
-------------------_.-----------------------------------------------------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

IVAN SWEBERG
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
mDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ~els:y ~3' New York

SO ORDERED:

-E-n-'k-J-a-co">""b=s-,E"""s=q==-.~.....v-~.--- L E~:::E~
WEITZ & LUXENB RICHARD W. BABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff APR 05 2013 Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company ofNew
New York, NY 10003 NeW YORK Yor~, Inc.

TV CLERK'S oFFld~mg Place
. New York, NY 10003-3598

Our File No
S-5292-00



TMc:CCGpk)
1/18/13

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 101177/99

ASSIGNED TO:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

DENNIS PADULA
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Company ofNew 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 ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 20 IOn

PART 30

APR 05 2013

Timothy
. RICHA . BABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorney fi Defendant
Consolid ed Edison Company of New
York, Inc.

NEW YORK 4 Irving Place
COUN LERK'S OFFIClNeW York NY 10003-3598. ,

Hon. She

OOVI -:r:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated: New York, New York

~'1.;;u; 1 2013

SO ORDERED:

Our File No
S-4626-99



•

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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

--------------------x

This Document Relates to:

DENNIS F. PADULA and LYNDA A. PADULA

--------------------x

Index No. 101177/99

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

.R. brYarylS", 2013

~~ E 0 /---+-~-=-----=-------
700 Broadway
New Yark, New Yark 10003 APR 05 2013
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK (212) 791-0285·

COUN K'S OFFICE ~

SO ORDERED,--~~m---,--
Hon. She

MAR. ~ 0 2013

PAR·r- 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ABRAHAM FREUND

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190355/12; 190409112

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.

,LLP

Intif~JLED
en e, 4th lIOo

~"-~"''''/.L 10036
75 APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED,

JUdit~.
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 2ih Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

RECEIVE
MI\R 2() 1.on

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT GRIFFIN

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190361112; 190408112

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

I I ,2013

Judith
DARG R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 2ih Street, 12th Floor

NewYork,NYlOP I LED
(212) 452~5300

SO ORDERED,

APR 05 2013

~" J./~------'N\J1E~W7'J""'iYrc:On:RllCK~-
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICSj

Hon.~~

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ANGELO IpPOLITO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190287/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32i2, 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.

+----I-I--~Lf-J--'-I--, 2013

s .

P~~~ff~' LED
enue, 4th F[or

, NY 10036 APR 05 2013
1-1575

SO ORDERED, --------------

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PAR~r .jlO



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190326/12

THEODORE LEVY 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.

SO ORDERED,

JUd~-'-E-sq-.---------

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12th Fl0i'-
New York, NYCo11 L I: 0
(212) 452-5300r T,

APR 05 2013

~
,: / NEW YORK. .' 'J COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -

Hon. Sherry KHe ~-----=-~~-_ ..

--7,1---""""",,,,-~.,,--' 2013

Dated:

Jordan F
BELL
Atto
546 1ft
N Yo, NY 10036
(212) 68 -1575

RECEI\JED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190488/12

BENEDETTO BERARDI and ANNA BERARDI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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

APR 05 2013

N[;!WYOHI<;
,{fD~NllilY CL~AKIS OFFIce -

Nori I Sta. Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

/ auppauge, NY 11788 /'

DATED: ~__~~~~~ ,2013

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Joseph P. Williams &Associate
245 Park Avenue
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and witho costs. F I LED

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:
Index No. 190488/12

BENEDETTO BERARDI and ANNA BERARDI,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with

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

FilED
APR os 2D13

Nt~w YC.JfiK
_~~~L..fl~C_O_UN_rv_O--=-l=E:...:..:ftK~·<H~'~O~. u."O::u..o.e :
Noriel St . Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
Aerco International, Inc.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman &Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

auppauge, ~Y 11788

SO ORDERED,

Attorney r lainti
Joseph P. Williams &Associate
245 Park Avenue
39th Floor
New York, NY 10167

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and wit ut costs.

MAR 202013

PA
, Roc:,.''"~'" ,;. 01'". '~ :f·'



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON BENCE,
Index No. 190502/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY.JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, (hereinafter referred to as Borg-Warner) hereby

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

and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner

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

F I LED

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ~~··~1,_~ ,2013

MAR? 0 ZGi3

APR 05 2013

~ NEW YORK
Nor e~QN1"f CLeR~S OFFICE ~

Attorneys for Defendant
Borg-Warner Corporation
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Haupp~~ge, NY 11788

~~l.A.--+-__.-!!-R~ECEIVED

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Belluck & Fox LLP
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Flo r
New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED,

');'0;.
••Jpl .



TMc:CCGpk)
2/21/13

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 190368/09

ASSIGNED TO:
~-----------------------------------------------------------------.-------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

FREDERICK GREIS, SR.
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Company ofNew 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 ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated~ew York, NeJ York

"~r>O(3
/

RECEI\!.fO
MAR. ? 02013

PAR"'f JO

imotliy
RICHA . BABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorne fo Defendant

APR 05 2013 Consoli a d Edison Company ofNew
York, Inc.

NEW YORK 4 Irving Place
fCGrt1t41l) ERK'S OF~6r York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED:

.., . -::fC;~VI Y2lo~

WEI &LUXENBERG,P.C. r
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

OUf File No
S-4209-09



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

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
In re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------.-----------------------------------------)(
This document relates to:

GORDON ROCKMAKER

------------------------------------------------------------------------J<

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

Index No.: 110157/05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

WHEREAS, Defendant CONSOLIDATED EDISON OF NEW YORK, requests summaryjudgment

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

complaint against CONSOLIDATED EDISON OF NEW YORK, 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

CONSOLIDATED EDISON OF NEW YORK, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

f\LEO
~f,20~ /lPR05111'3

~ . ~OuN~~;r--=-.!<-~~--~~.r.--I----'L..-:>.--=--+-=--~...~
Lori A. Benavides, Esq. -fl/10Til 11· I1U1f-tVI\l
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP CONSOLIDAT EDISON COMPANY
800 Third Avenue, II th Floor 4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10003
Counselfor Plaintiff Counselor Consolidated Edison ofNew York

SOORDERE

00203041. WPD

~t#f-r-------,



...__ .. _---- -------------

iN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LmGAnON

'~.

->,

M:E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
.lSOUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
1 LA.S. Part 30

_~-__-=---~ -----~j (Heitler, J.)
TIIIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

, \ Index No.: 190132/09
RAYMOND J. HEUSCHNElDER,

Plaintiffs,

-against.

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, el ill.

Defendants.

i NO OPPOSITION
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT
!MOTION AND ORDER,,,,
:,,,,,,.

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

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

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

and there being no opposition there~o,

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

without costs.

Dated: NeW/YOrk, New York
3 2.$ ,2010

I

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

f\\..EO
t\PR 05 l.Un

W,<ORK
NE E.f\KS OfF\CEV Mh COU1'l1'l Cl

/)'(/~tAS vOAl dtS1!,
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Raymond J. Heuschneider
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 100m
(212 8-5500

Hon.~li'I!fiv

Michelle D: Grady, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
McGIVNEY &KLuG~ p.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, -----"..oi~ ..........<--------

1003-302



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNlY OF NEW YORK

ANGELINA RAUSCHER, INDNIDUALLY
AND AS EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF
DONALD RAUSCHER,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

:NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

_....,......._~~~~_..,.,.- ----!i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

!Index No.: 113072/04·,,
:,,,·,
1NO OPPOSITION
!SUMMARY JUDGMENT
l MOTION AND ORDER
,,··:·I·

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

. without costs.

NeWVOIiK
COUNTY CleRK'S OFFICE -

APR 05 2013

F I LED

1003-0042

~/)~..
~( "

I.-o~\ I3WAlOf/€:
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Estate ofDonald Rauscher
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG

800 Third Avenue
Ne~ York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED, ------,~.t_~JlIli~-----..-... 

~Heitler

ichelle D. Grady, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company

. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-34~6

{N0049:t\S-I)



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30
: (Heider, J.)

------:-:-::--:::-:-::::-=-=-=---=-==-=------~

!Index No.: 190143/11
CARMEN WILSON AND RUBY WILSON,

-against-

3M COMPANY, et a!.,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

: NO OPPOSITION
~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER,.,,,.,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, American Wire and Cable Company, hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, American Wire and Cable 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, American Wire and Cable Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

2260-0005

Ne:WYOFH<
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

APR 05 2013

I LED
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carmen Wilson and Ruby WiD
LEVY, PHILLJPS & KONIGSBEd
800 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

Dated: New rk, New York
-----'-~j.....;L==-, 2011

K«ry~-------
Attorney for Defendant
American Wire and Cable Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(2 I2) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ----¥~---f::6"I::l~f__----

{N0049309-1}



This Document Relates to:

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
___A_S_B_E_S_T_O_S_L_IT_IG_A_T_IO_N -i (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 109973/05

Anthony Santini
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
-s/~ \\ ""3

~VMb~:r~
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022
(212)605-6200

SO ORDERED,

JUd~~~{-VI"""tz-.=E:-sq:-,-------
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for D!COmpanies, LLC,
116 East 27th S t.l1211 FIg 0
New York, NY 1 01e1 ... r.;:
(212)452-5300 .

APR 05 2013

MAR, 20 2013

PAR1~" 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL

(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 109973/05

Anthony Santini
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 plaintiff's 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

FI LED

C NEWYOR.KOUN'i"V 01 Ii:;
I r ..,.MJ(/S OFFICE :

i

RECE'r' ~?D

Judith A aVltz, Esq.
DARGE ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212)452-5300

c:::::AffZt1f----------A~ 05 2D13

Hon.
SO ORDERED,

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New YorK, New York
"3>1~113

(Jt~/~
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONJi3SBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022
(212)605-6200



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190502/12

ROBERT DEAN BENCE 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

plaintiff's 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-+H----'L.-j,--4---, 2013

RECEIVEO~
MAR 20 2013

PAR1' 30

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

. F I L E ~udith . avitz, sq.
F X, LLP LJARGE ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
laintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

546 Fifth A ue, 4th Floor 116 East 27th Street, 1ih Floor
New York, NY 10036 APR 05 2013 New York, NY 10016
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300

NEWYOAK
COUN S OFFICE



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190272/12

ROBERT BURAWA 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.

APR 05 2013

o JUdit9L,t--1E-Sq-.--------

DARGER ERRANTE VAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016

NEW YORK (212) 452-5300
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Jordan Fo ,
BELLUC X,LU
Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

RECEl\1EO
W\P>.R 'L 0 20n

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
. ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MARINO CALMI

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190308112

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.

----+-+--"'=H-'+--, 2013

Jordan Fox, Es .
BELLUCK & \F<J)I~HIlU!.i
Attorneys for P ai f ,
546 Fifth Aven , th Floor
New York, NY 10036 APR 05 2013
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR? 0 2013

PAR~T"30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190426/12;190428/12

JOHN DAUB 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.

York

--+----t~~f_I_L__--:, 2013

Hon

Jord n FoEs J::: , L Judith . avitz, sq.
BEL UC & X, Jll:P DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Atto.. eys or . ntiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
546 Fi hAven e, 4th Floor APR 05 2013 116 East 27th Street, lih Floor
New Yo 10036 New York, NY 10016
(212) 681-1575 NEW YORK (212) 452-5300

COUNT'( CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WILLIAM DELGADO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 190401112; 190410112

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

---H--Ji4"""""""I--'-'--' 2013

Jordan Fv~,..-"p

BELLUC '~PI LED
Attorneys tiftr
546 Fifth ven e, 4th Floor
New York, 10036 APR 05 2013
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry

RECEI\/ED"
MAR? 0 2013

PAR'l' 3()~



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

This Document Relates to:

SAMUEL DEMARCO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 190331/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Ne

SO ORDERED,
Hon. S

'LE 0
APR 05 2013

JudithA~---------
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
'116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

REC ,·
MA\{ ~. t' 2~;:' .

PA~"~" ~ ..~
. ~ \.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
Richard J. Muller, as Personal
Representative for the Estate of Elmer
F. Muller,

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

Index No.: 115712/05

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being n

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without c~s' l. E: J:)

So Ordered:

Dated: New York, New York
::11 ! ,2013

~=SZ
Michael Fanelli, Esq. J ti LEAK
Wei tz & Luxenberg, P. C. ullen and LLP . IS OFFICE .4
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Richard J. Muller, as Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Representative for the Estate Inc.
of Elmer F. Muller 44 Wall Street ~Cl\ ICD
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, ,,~~~ .~~
New York, New York 100 (212) 732-~

-b~tr7L.--farrrF--m-l'-;e~Nno..•.....: ~~R2'JQ i~~2

~~~---PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Vincent D. Pistone and Deirdre Pistone,

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

Index No.: 104645/06

Plaintiffs,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cosF· I LED

WYORK
-JU---"?l""",----;-------+-~CLeRKISOFFI E -

lIen and Dykman LLP
ttorneys for Defendant

Mario & DiBona Plastering Co.
Inc.
44 Wall Street

~~~2~0~~;_Rt;eEIVeD
Our File No. : M-~~1rm1j>5

~~-4s~?!-~~~==P;;tAkl~ 30So Ordered:

Dated: New YOrk{ New York
J K , 2013

~~Z
Michael Fanel}?, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Vincent D. Pistone and Deirdre
Pistone
700 Broadway, 6ili Floor
New York, New York 10003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Marilyn Meckler, Individually and as
Personal Representative for the Estate
of Morton Meckler,

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

Index No.: 102561/06

Plaintiff,
~ against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering

So Ordered:

Jus in " YORK
C len and Dy~ lWCL.ERKIS OFFle
Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBona Plastering Co.
Inc.
44 Wall Street
New York, NeV~"'ttOJl:D
(2 2) 732-Rc£~c V L

File No.: 1092401nno

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED
Inc. ,

New York, New York
31x , 2013

#U~

Co.

Dated:

MIChael Fanelli, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Marilyn Meckler, Individually
and as Personal Representative
for the Estate of Morton
Meckler
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Ines H. Koone, Individually and as
Personal Representative for the Estate
of Frank E. Koone Sr.,

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

Index No.: 104954/06

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

___--==-..,.~~~--M~A.::.::.R20 2013

eitler PAR1~ 30
So Ordered:

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBona Plastering

Co. Inc., be dismissed wit¥1j tiEaD wi thout costs.

Dated: New York, New York
~~I K ,2013 APR 05 2013

d1~1 ~~_
Michael~i, Esq. N
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. COUNTYc len and D
Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Defendant
Ines H. Koone, Individually and Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
as Personal Representative for Inc.
the Estate of Frank E. Koone 44 Wall Street
Sr. New York, New York 10005
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003 ·7



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Anthony J. Simini and Annette Simini,

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

Index No.: 117706/05

Plaintiffs,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cosF·1 LED
05 2013

Ju
-~-.;:---t---=------r---l.'U,;;.-'i\VYOHK

Tafe "5RK'S OFFICE -
lIen and Dyk LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc.
44 Wall Street

York, New York 10005
2) 732-2000

~'I4F-r:,-:,:Fl:;'::'"Ie ~No.~:R~ECEt\/ED

MAR? 0 2013

PARl~ 30

Dated: New

e M. Ratcliffe,
eit & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Anthony J. Simini and Annette
Simini
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003

So Ordered:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
Michael Kleinerman, as Personal
Representative of the Estate of Edward
Rich,

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

Index No.: 106352/05

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

APR 052013.

M. Tafe,
ullen and Dyk an

Attorneys fo
Mario & Di Co.
Inc.
44 Wall Street

2~2~0~~~-~~Yr~t\/~D
Our File N~~~-5046

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costsf= I L. E:
Dated:

M. Ratcliffe,
Weit & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Michael Kleinerman, as Personal
Representative of the Estate of
Edward Rich
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003

So Ordered:



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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
WARREN W. TAVENIERE,

NYCAL Index No. 08/107016
Plaintiffs,

- against-
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

AMERICAN EXPORT LINES
flkJa Farrell Lines Incorporated, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. ("Lennox") hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Lennox 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

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

Dated: New York, New York
'·\L1. v'( hi, 2013

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONISGBERG, L.L.P. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ &
BLAU LLP

- I. )
Aaat'ey P. R-apkael, Esq,..).

/ Vl.",..- it . (:;; t"\.:'" -{ (. ~.) .

800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, New York 10022 f \ L
212.605.6200

/ __H. 2ih Street, 1ih FI.

York, NY 10016
212.452.5300

ICE -

'C'El\fEDRE i£c~

MAR ,0 20\3

PART 30

M~.l~J-a-"",,",,'(Jrneys for Lennox Industries Inc.

SO ORDERED: ---/,--.p....:.;l~----..-...+-I-M=1I=¥--\~
HonordhJ..~



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MARINO CALMI

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190308/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries 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 Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:

013

Jordan Fo ,
BELLUC
Attorneys

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR '.0 2013

PAR1"" 30



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

CARMEN WILSON and RUBY WILSON Index No. 11/190143

Plaintiffs,

-v-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant GENLYTE THOMAS GROUP LLC, Successor by merger to

LIGHTOLIER, INC. ("Lightolier") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant Lightolier with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

3./I.J.- ,2013 APR 05 2813

NEW YORK _
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSB~Nt'P CLERK'S OffA.~~JER ERRANTE YAVITZ &

By: K -_ IB,...L-:.A_UT'L'---L_P__-+--+- ~+_
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200

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

F' LE 0

SO ORDERED:
-/------::;)c~~'V1----



.SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
GLENN M. WICHERN, as Executor for the Estate Index No. 190332/09
of JOHN F. WICHERN,

Plaintiff,
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,. --

Defendants.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------J(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled 'case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

a~ainst Georgia-Pacific LLC be and fecmEetJebY dismissed with prejudice and

wIthout costs. F
Dated: New York, Ner York

'3/8' i3
I ,

WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

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

APR 05 201'3

NE.WYORK
CLE.RK'S OFF\CE

COUNTY LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP

AttomeYs=~~c~

Diane M. Pompei

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

RECE:"-"~.
~~,,;-----"" MAR ',0 2013

PARr :;)0;

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: ~~~~----------

/
/

/



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOAN M. PIZZO, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 190097/09
ANTHONY R. PIZZO,

Plaintiff,
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
(Atto~meysfor Defendant Georgia-pacific,LLC

~"""+-+=~'------'-""""'---'-'=;""";;""=II-'1ABy: E 0
Diane M. Pompei ~

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

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

Dated: New York, New York

MAR. '0 2013

PAR~'r 30

~~~r--,"..RECEJ\/ED
SOORDERED: __Ik~~~~~~~~-



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

GLORIA MILLER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190366/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

I---H--~~--'2013

E r-iudith . Yavitz, Esq.'L '-I>AR ERERRANTE YAVITZ& BLAULLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

APR 05 2013 116 East 2i
h

Street, 12
th

Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

NEW YORK
COUNTY RK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR' 02013

PARO#f 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

GERALD SMILEN

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 190364/12; 190423/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:

-A--~~--' 2013

avitz, Esq.
DARG R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 2th Street, 12th Floor

New York, NY 10016F I LED
(212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFICE :

RECEI\/ED
MAR' 0 2013

p,~R~4r 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

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

ALLAN A. GOTTLIEB and WENDY GOTTLIEB,

Plaintiff(s) ,

Index No.: 12/190343
01/116256
01/111221

-against-

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
----------------------------------------x

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

MAR ~. 0 2013

PAR-r 30

RECEIVED
Hon. '--ilolo""";-J.

New 'fOrk, New Y r~ \ LED
3L'?", , Ol3r

SO ORDERED,

Dated:

APR 0 5 1.0n ~ r-/.
-J-o..,....h-n-J-.-F-a-n-+--,,-'--I------- 'IN yOR~am 1 z, sq. J /13
Cullen and N~LE.R~sveff~t:i LUXENBER P. C.
Attorney fo D COUN1l' Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID G LLC 700 Broadway
44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003
New York, NY 1 (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2000



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROBERT SPINA, Index No. 190321/11

Plaintiff,

-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, f/k/a MINNESOTA MINERAL
AND MANUFACTURING CO, et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

264 West 40th Street
~~W York, New York 10018

APR 0 5 ~l~) 302-2400

800 Third Avenue,
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorne or Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

Dated: New York, New York NEW YO~K
_____---"C"'-"'OUNTY CLER ~rP'~

SO ORDERED: -""""'~~~~~

RECEIVED
M~R ~.o 'Lon

PART '30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
'COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
EDMUND LEHANKA and NELLIE LEHANKA, Index No. 190531/12

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al.,

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

r FILED
By:. Je~~/c2~3BY"..+-.~~---,,~-APR05 2013samue~ I yJ

Dated: New York, New York

----

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

SO ORDERED:

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York
(212) 302-2400

Hon.Sh~C.

NEW YORK
COUNTY C.L~~OFF'CE

10018 E.l~t:\-J
RE.C

WI~R ~ \) 1Q\3

PAR\ 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
DIANE TEMKIN, as Proposed Executrix for the Index No. 190021/09
Estate of JACK TEMKIN,

Plaintiff,
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------~---------------------J(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

3/'1//3

SO ORDERED: ~~-=~~----__

WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EME LLP

Atto~~=Geor~

By:. /, ~
~. ~. E Diane M. Pompei

'"'J'"o.h n Pichff1cY\ oJ
700 Broadway APR 05 201164 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York
(212) 558-5500 NEW VORK(212) 302_-2400

COUNi'I CI.ERK'S OFFiCe l
Dated: New York, New York



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERPlaintiff,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------J(
STEPHANIE KOWALSKI, as Executrix for the for: Index No. 190337/09
the Estate ofTHOMAS J. KOWASLKI and
STEPHANIE KOWALSKI, Individually,

-against-

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------------J(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I LED
APR 05 2013

r,

NEW~WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.<COUNTY CL ~ KAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff orneys ~Defend orgia-Pacific LLC

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Diane M. Pompei

Dated: New York, New York

BY:~'
"$hn I2kh",oJ

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

SO ORDERED: ----~--4-~~~--------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHARON BENCE, Index No. 190502112

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

BELLUCK & FO)(, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company a oodyear Canada Inc.

C:-i
~:::>

By: -ft---7<'---_&_(_a._-'L_~__"--_.-/_·::-_f~.-'-
Lawrence G. Le~,

L 114 At 40th Street
~w~rk, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

APR 05 2013

By:
-'----"-----------"ou;C--

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 1003
(212) 681-1575

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: ----+--¥-,,<f--:J~~----

RECEIVED
MAR .~.o Lon

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
GLADYS R. CORRENTI, Index No. 190317112

Plaintiff,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

BERTRAM D. STONE INC., et aI.,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: N~tt1llki:3ew York

By: -f+-------__e::..----

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for fendant Georgia-Pac' IC LLC

Lawrence G. Le

E2D.vest 40th Street
New York, New York 10018

APR 05 20'312) 302-2400

THE LAINER LAW FIRM PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff

B(d),~
Darron E. Berqui

126 East 56th Street, 6th StEit I L
New York, New York 10022
(212) 421-2800

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK
_____-'-'C""'O.....uNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED: -----I-----:¥4-:.J5L-¥----

RECEIVED
MAR. ?, 0 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORX.
COlJ1HY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------J{
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------------------------.----------------------J{
EDWARD BARTULOVICH,

Index No. 104553-08
Plai11.tiff,

-against-

ALCOA, INC., et a1.,

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------·--X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
lAS Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-l)acifi.c LLC hereby requests SLU11lUary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

LOCKS LAW FIRM, PLLC
AttorJ.leys for Pl8.intiffs·· ...

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
, .~ _ _ -_._-_ .. - ..
Attorneys for Georgia-Pacific LLC

By:~2 --- BY~~~
JlUletWalsh, 1= , LED Diane M. Pompei, Esq.

747 Third Avenue 264 West 40th Street
New York, N ew York 10017 ~PR 05 20-New York, New York 10018
(212) 838-3333 t112) 302-2400

Dated: New York, Newd8G~''''~~

SOORDEl~D: ~~~~~ __
RECEIVED

MAR 20 2~n

PART 30



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

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
DOROTHY CULLENS, Individually, and as Index No. 113473/04
Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH L.
CULLENS,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

I I

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

;>1")13

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company a d 00 ar Ca ada c.

/

264 West oth Street
APR 05 20Hew Yark, New York 10018

(212) 302-2400

NEW YORK
Dated: New York, Ne~ ~k1NTYCLER~SOFFICE

---=-~~/Jl/jr---_"',.".RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PJ\R'T 3"01'"\" II

SO ORDERED: ----~~~~t----_

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.

:~omeYs for Plaintin
. RichmondFql

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHN P. CARROLL and MARY CARROLL, Index No. 190262/12

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

CBS CORP., et al.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, few York
~~tt {...>..;,.C3,---

MAR, 20 2013

PART 30

RECEI\/ED

Hon. Sh~LK:~rfl3Jl't

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company d Goodyear Canad Inc.

By: lY7/7~ By: -H-.....kJ.~~~~~~=---
J~j"1 LE

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 APR 05 28,y York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

NEW YORK
Dated: New York, New YqOOUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE

SO ORDERED: -----+---~~~,e_---



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW yORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHN FOLEY and MARY FOLEY, Index No. 190559/12

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

AIRCO INC., et al.

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2, {L 'if (3

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

By 1/0 ::mpan J dG:(d::tad :C
JO~ LED Lawrence G. ,Esq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 201~ew York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 APR 05 ~212) 302-2400

NEW YORK
Dated: New York, NewCbl(J~TY CL.ERK'S OFFICE;

SO ORDERED: ~She~s.c.
RECEI\/ED

M~R 2() 2013

PART 30



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERPlaintiff(s),

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
TERESA RENSHAW, as Personal Representative Index No. 110904/02
for the Estate of TODD GRAHAM PELRAH, and
as Proposed Personal Representative for the Estate
of PATRICIA PELRATH,

-against-

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, N~w York
~ !f71 f-P

I LED
APR 05 2013

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFICE

RECEIVED
MAR 'J. 02013

264 We 40 Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

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

Dated: New York, New York

By: -='---h'---~-----

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SO ORDERED: ------.:~""L~~~f__--



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

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
GERALD H. CAUGHELL JR., as Executor for the: Index No. 105602/04
Estate of GERALD H. CAUGHELL SR., and
MARGARET JEAN CAUGHELL, Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
~/J1/;>

"'\

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company, ~n fio year I an~sla Inc.

/ ' ,, /

264 West 40th Street

New York, New York 10018 RECEIVED
(212) 302POf LED

MAR. 20 2013

APR 05 2013

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Dated: New York, New York

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

N
SO ORDERED: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

----...;:----::;I-J~~'--------

eitler, J.S.c.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 105846/07

Mary e. Flood
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.

APR 05 2013

Julie Evans, Esq.

I L E 0
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

NEW YORK 212-490-3000
~sOFFIClFile~ 05335.33333

~ RECEIVED

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.e.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway .
New York, NY 10003

MAR. ? 0 2013

PAJ{r~ ,. J
5416912v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 112264/07

Vincent DeMaio

-----------------------------------------x

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.

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

F I L E D EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

APR 05 2013 150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

NEW YOHf( 212-490-3000
TV CLEAKIS OFFICe File No. 05335.33225

5416906v.1

SO ORDERED, --:;;;;~~~~1Kffiilik;:----

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dato&:&..._



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 114948/07

Eleuterio Cruz

-----------------------------------------x

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.

Julie Evans, Esq.

F I L E•. DWILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

APR 05 2013 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street

NEW YORK New York, New York 10017
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlee2-490-3000

File No. 05335.32665

SO ORDERED, -------IJP""""-\-*-:'If--T'--Ft-----

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

RECEIVED

5416895v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 111883/07

Milton F. Crow

-----------------------------------------x

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.

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

PARMar 3()

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

DAttorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32631

J~~~t-\;;#fTlCE

APR 05 2013

F I L E

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, _---::::~~

5416880v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 112677/07

Thomas H. Clark

-----------------------------------------x

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.

APR 05 2013

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

ORK
212-490-3000

NEWY .
CLERK'S OFFlcI1e No. 05335.32638

COUNTY

SO ORDERED, -----'~---fl~~+__-----

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ &- LUXENBERG P.C~.---~

Attorney for Plaintiff F , LED
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

,"

5416828v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 104036/02

Edward Caiazzo
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.

APR 05 2013

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
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.08016

RECEIVED
MAR 20 lot3

PART 30

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.c.

Attorney for Plaintiff F I LED
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated:

SO ORDERED, __~~~~~~~ _

54\6820v.\



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 106355/07

Michael Bordak
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
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street "
New York, New York 10017
212- 3000
File No. 05335.33006

RECEI\./ED
MAR ~ 0 2013

PAR~": ~~.,

APR 05 2013

I LED

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, --~t~I'7'it-:;-;-:::~---

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated:

5416800v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 106539/07

Stanley Speiller
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.

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

APR 05 2013

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street

NEW YORK New York, New York 10017
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 212-490-3000

File No. 05335.32593

Dated:

SO ORDERED,-=~~~~~Hcit~---

F:ankOrtiz,Esql)~k
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.· F I LED
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

5417212v. )



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 114776/00
108382/00

Charles Sonderman

-----------------------------------------x

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.

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street

NEW YORK New York, New York 10017
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 212-490-3000

__----rJ·le No. 05335.13262

Dated:

SO ORDERED, _""""""~....j--,#-¥-+'~ _

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.~
Attorney for Plaintiff r
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013

5417208v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Deborah Reeve

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 113812/07

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.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P'F
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLER~S OFFlCE

SO ORDERED,---HP!i;=

5417196v.l

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
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32647

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Peter Radetich

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 108668/07

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.

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,~ _

Dated:

Frank rtiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBE
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

5417195v.l

I LED
APR 05 2013

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
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32614

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PI 1\ p"'r '~(;;""1
M~ ''l. IJ '="V



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

Index No: 106354/07

Stephen E. Papp

-----------------------------------------x

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.

F I LED

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

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
212-490-3000

QEJ~;-~F:ile No. 05335.33816

APR 05 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ---;~~---IH'~'¥-I------

5417J89v.!



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 107847/07

Vito Meliota

-----------------------------------------x

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.

APR 05 2013

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

NiW YORK 212-490-3000
coUNi't -K'S OFF'_C_E Fi_Ie_N_o_.05335.32610

Dated:

SO ORDERED, --~~+----Jili~29:---:------

Frank OrtIZ, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. .

Attorney for Plaintiff F' LED
700 Broadway ,
New York, NY 10003

5417160v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 107842/07

Helen M. Kasprzyk
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
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32608

RECEIVED

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013

NCWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, ---7"F-~q-'7f--74------

5417102v.l



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 03-113504

NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS FAUGHEY 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.

APR 05 2013

BY:__.c:;;;::::~=~-4~ _
Samuel Goldblatt, q.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
---..........."'. C SRKIS OFFlcl!uffalo, NY 14202

J85RECEl\lED
~~R 20 2Qn

PART 30

Dated: New York, NY
IhA~4 a,2013

By:~72L4-

MatthewT. MacIntyre,.G. I LED
WEITZ & LU)(ENBER~, -P.~.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, _~-f--~,"""",=-r-----

14310376.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 104036102

Edward CaIazzo

-----------------------------------------x

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 3212, 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 prejudice and without costs.

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

F I L E 0 EDELMAN & DICKER LLp
Attorney for Defendant
ERICSSON INC., as successor in

APR 05 2013 interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.

NEW YORK 150 East 42
nd

Street
COUNTY CLERI(tS OFFIC~~w York, New York 10017

___---~_. -490-3000
Our File No. 07536.08990

RECEl\lEO
~~R to 10n

PAR,30

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,---.."J!t.~~~~----

5416334v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 100919/08

James V. Futia

-----------------------------------------x

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 3212, 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 prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
ERICSSON INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
21 :A90-3000

~---
Our File No. 07536.17854

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CI.ERK'S OFFICE

~:r47\YOrk

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff F I LED
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,-H~~~~~T;;----

5416342v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104643/07

James E. McGinnity Sf.

-----------------------------------------x

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 3212, 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 prejudice and without costs.

I LED

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
ERICSSON INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

----::O~u-r·-Fl1e No. 07536.17794

APR 05 2013

NSWYORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, ---+~~17'---+------

5416348v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 108412/07

Denise M. Obremski

-----------------------------------------x

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.

APR 05 2013

F I LED

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.32613

~W~~~

Hon.~~

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, --_4=====~J?-JL-_---

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

Pf.\Rli<> 30
5417177v,1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 127887/02
102148/03

Anthony M. Bova

-----------------------------------------x

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.

APR 05 2013

Dated:

Frank 0 " sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER
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 42nd Street

N~W YORK New York, New York 10017
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE - 212-490-3000

___.:c..F=ile=-.N:...:.o.05335.29581

SO ORDERED, -""",~:;;o<:::---t~,---~.~o:'-'-~_____ -

Ho~ RECEIVED
MAR, 20 2013

PAR~r :,,\J
5416803v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 104641/07

Thomas Yager

-----------------------------------------x

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.

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

APR 05 2013 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street

NEW YORK New York, New York 10017

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
2
\~-:~-g~~~5.32563

Dated:

Frank ,q.
WEITZ & LUXENBEl1fId~'
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

5417221 v.1



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

~------------~------~-----------------------------------------------------J{

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 06-102562
~-------------------------------------------------------------------------J{

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

NELSON E. NEWCOMB

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
~-------------------------------------------------------------------------J{

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as

"Freightliner Corp." ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

MAR, 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVED

LE
Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
Santo Borruso, Esq.
NIJ{ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
s/h/a "Freightliner Corp. "

NEW YORK 50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
ERI(!S OFFIOSri - l"lY 11735-2728

(516) 832-7500

APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED, ~~-+__~~~ __

Dated: _----L:3-1-.1~+__-:, 2013

By:·--=---"9~V;/L---===---"
:1~h 6- - (t\C"\l'-c)ESq.

WEITZ & LUJ{ENBER~.,.

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

14319308.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 98-121894
--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ROBERT BURN KOBLER

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

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.

RECEIVED
MAR, ? 0 2013

PAf«' jiO

Dated: New York, NY
M&r~ it 2012 / ;'

B /14/-UJ ~ -7#~ B / / . ) ./ ,>.' ...---//
y://~ /. ,Q'A.<~ y: t/>-z;;~ ?:'-:~L--"d_"-

7 :> . ......==-- ::> .?;- ,.
~ . E 0 S<1h1uel Goldblatt, Esq.

~flie-u I' . l1~cr,;'/ ,~sl Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENB G,".~ NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff '2.n13 Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane tiR 05 Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 Ne.W,(O~SKOfF\CEl:O Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

C e.R~ , ¥ 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, ~~~~~=r~~----

14121200.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSEPH COYLE

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 07-104310

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.

RECEIVED
MAR, 202013

PART 30

By:_~:::=:~~~~__

OSamuel Goldblatt sq.
Benjamin R. D er Esq.
NI)(ON PEABODY LLP

1Q\'3 Attorneys for Defendant,
APR 05 Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
NeW .,-ORKOF~Rffuntain Plaza, Suite 500

1'1 C\..ER~S Buffalo, NY 14202
------~~~53-8100

Dated: New York, NY

M&v c.\. L" ' 2013

By:~7?/L4

~ U..J r IILc-L/l I~ st· L E
WEITZ & LU)(EN RG .C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -II;;~~~;tH[cifu;--

14335105.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 05-107940

14322637.1

--------------------------------------------------------------------------J(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

NO OPPOSITION
ROBERT LORPER SUMMARY

JUDGMENT
--------------------------------------------------------------------------J( 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
~rJ,. 11 ,2013

By:~7~~ By:_~~tt=.=:~=----__
~ Samuel Gold att, sq.

il/IJ.4J T. ti",Mfyre- ~sl L E Denjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, Ft. NIJ(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane APR 05 2013 Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

iBl
N CLERK'S OFBlOfitlo, NY 14202

I C _ (116) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, RECEI\/::J'
~ . Heitler

MAR. ? 0 2013

PAR-r ~dj



• •

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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 06-100564

NO OPPOSITION
ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD 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.

RECEIVED

By:__-J- -9t==-- _

Samuel Goldblat sq.o Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
CLERK'S OFFI~Jfalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-810()

Dated: New York, NY
(>J. Ci-r"ce~ i~ , 2013

By::1£-I£. ;:& ~

~~Tz~£0x~13~S"L E
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane APR 05 2013
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, --~4-~~~--------

14322637.1

MAR.I02013

PART 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSEPH A. STORTINI

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No. 04-108921

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.

REC

Dated: New York, NY
[ho.¥e-:.). \1 ,2013

By7/?I/L 7:Pb'~ L E
tt/liew /. 1%€:J:rrtxre- ,Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C. APR 05 2013
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 NeW VO~KOFmTowers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLe.R~S ~O Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
{i16) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, ---*~-2~~+--------

14322637.1



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 03-111939
03-117868

JOHNE.KERN

--------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

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.

RECEIVED

Dated: New York, NY
(?1~y4. \'1 ,2013

By:~ / ~e-~ By: ...L...-7f--__-r.. ~amue1 Goldblatt, sq.
Matthew T. MacIntyre, EsJ: I L E ~enjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG,l.c. NI)(ON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff APR 3 Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway 05 201 Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

- COUNTY CLERK'S OF aio, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Hon.~~~oo

SO ORDERED, ~~~~~------

14310376.1

MAR, 202013

Pt\RT 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_______- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

____________________ x

LYNDA D'ANDRADE, AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FORTHE
ESTATE OF THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL & HElENA MISKILL,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Index No. 109496-2003

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON CO. et aI.,

Defendants.
____________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant RESEARCH-COTIRElL, INC. n/k/a AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. hereby

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RESEARCH-COTIRElL, INC. n/k/a AWT AIR

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

RESEARCH-COTIRElL, INC. n/k/a AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

F I LED

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

Dated:

SO ORDERED,--~.97I-P¥-----

New York, New York

MM~.c~ 8.20'3 APR 05 2013

~11/1. 0--, ~ L E . NEW YORK
samueiMeif(;~ Stephen Novakidis, Esq. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -
Weitz & Luxenberg PC APR 05 20.(jJ!dgwick LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 'Jfttorneys for RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC. n/k/a
700 Broadway AWT AIR COMPANY, INC.
New York, New York 10003 _-----,::0--. Nf:W YORKThree Gateway Center 1ih Floor

"".Aoo'l~')111 CL.ERK'S Qf£!Pf, ~ 07102 '

prejudice and without costs.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
________-,- "'-- X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

______________________ x

CARMEN WILSON and RUBY WILSON,

NYCAL

Index No. 190143-2011

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

3M COMPANY et al., including
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC
CORPORATION,

Defendants.
______________________ x

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. ~UDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

,

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter

"Westinghou~e") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Westinghouse be and the s.ame are hereby dismiss.ed with prejudice and without costs.

~.

.....Pa~t~f1.::.·c-k ...:n:;..m-m=-j+n-s,-E-S....,ql>-.-----.--.......--1I---1P"'"--~-G
Levy Phillips & Konisberg, LLP SedgWick LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs APR 05 2013Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware
800 Third Avenue, 13

th
Floor corporation, f/k/a Viacom {nc., successor by merger

New York, New York 10022 to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation,
NEW YORK f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation

~
UNTY CLERK'S OffffMeI(;ateway Center, 12th Floor

ark, NJ 07102

SOORDERED'_~~4--__' _ RECEIVED
Ho . S y Klein Heitler

MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE NEWVORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

__________,-- x

SANTOS ASSENZIO and ANNATOLIA ASSENZIO,

Pla,intiffs,

NYCAL

Index No. 190008-2012

-against-

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

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, ,

Defendants. '
____________---'- ...,...-_-'--_x

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY ,
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler,LLC hereby request summary judgment in the above

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

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Fost'erWheefer, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ,New York. New York

re?:ll. q,("pI 2.~ z.-e, ;3

M"h;;;;r~" ',q. D'~
Weitz & Luxenberg p.e. Sedgwick LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs , Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, lie
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, i2th Floor
New York, New York 10003 , Newark,NJ 07102 '

SOORDEREO,__~~tc.===--'-·-" F I LED
APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY Cl.ERK'S OFFICe

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_____________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

___- - x

MICHAEL SHAUGHNESSY and JOAN SHAUGHNESSY,

Plaintiffs,

NYCAL

Index No. 116605-01

-against-

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

PERKINS ENGINES, INC.,

Defendants.
______________________ x

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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.

Slep~q. F I lED
Sedgwick LLP

Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc. ~

Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor
Newark, NJ 07102 APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED,
.a;eiller

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

.d

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
______________.,.----__~__ x

PATRICIA REILLY AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOHN REILLY AND PATRICIA
REILLY AS SPOUSE,

Index No. 190432-2011

Plaintiffs,
-against-

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. et aI.,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

Defendants.
____________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation flk/a Viacom Inc. successor by merger to

CBS Corporation flk/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation")

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Guire, Esq.
Se gwickLLP
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor
Newark, New Jersey 07102

Attorneys for Defendant, CBS Corporation

RECEIVED

APR 05 2013

F' LE 0
Dated: :g) It'\ I, 3
New York, '?Irk

Mark Ibro, Esq.
Early & Strauss, LLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, New York 10017
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

SO ORDERED, ---'""='-"""-f7A-L~----Dated: MAR 20 2013
--~-~--_-:....:::

PAR·r· 0



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALLCOUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
---------------------------------------------------------------------x

RUSSELL J. FOREMAN AND DOROTHY H.
FOREMAN,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, ET AL.

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------------x

Index No.: 11-190353

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation ftk/a Viacom Inc. successor by merger to

CBS Corporation ftk/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation")

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ::t \ IOJ \~
New York, New York

FILE 0

Newark, New Jersey 07102

Attorneys for Defendant, CBS Corporation

SO ORDERED, ~
Hon. Sherry Klem Heitler

RECEIVED
Dated: _.L.-'-~-J--=-------..........~--..-

MAR 20 2013

PART 30



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

------------------------------------------------------------------------ )(

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------------------------------------------ )(

This Document Relates to:

ERIN BELLACH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF :
CORDELL J. BELLACH, et aI.,

Plaintiffs,
-- against-

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL INC., et aI.,

Defendants.

------------------------------------------------------------------------ )(

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 11
(Madden, J.)

Index No. 190267110

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation f/k/a Viacom Inc. successor by merger to

CBS Corporation flk/a Westinghouse Electric Corp'oration (hereinafter "CBS Corporation")

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, .

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

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

Dated: \3 \ 1C\\ ,3
New York, New York

F I LED
APR 05 2013

Mark Bibro, Esq. John C. cGu e, Esq.
Early & Strauss, LLC . NEW YO~d~ick LLP
360 Lexington Aven,ue, 20th Flo pOUNTY CLERKI~Ih>tf~wayCenter, 12th Floor
New York, New York 10017 Newark, New Jersey 07102
Attomeys tOr Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant, CBS Corporation

~
, ~ECEIVED

SO ORDERED, . Dated, MAR. 20 2013
Han. SherrY ~ . -- ~'~-------'-'-

PAR~T 30



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

--------------------------------------------------------------------------){

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------){
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSEPH COYLE

--------------------------------------------------------------------------){

Index No. 07-104310

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as

"Freightliner Corp." ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: fIl"yc.\ 1'1-,2013 ~

By: ~7;:z., ~ BY:--;-~---'--f--+-- _

IIJIA~ft-d/Jl-vrc.- 'f· I LED foSePhJ. Ortego, Esq.
WEITZ & LU){ENBER ,P.~. Santo Borruso, Esq.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff NI){ON PEABODY LLP
700 Broadway APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK s/~a "Freightliner Corp."

UNTY CLERK'S OFFIQff) Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
~_~Jer~i.ho, NY 11735-2728

(516) 8f{~tEIVED

MAR 202013
SOORDERED, __~~~~~~~---

PART 30

14319308.1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190466/12

JACK MATESSINO and MARY ANN
MATESSINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and

Vogt Valve Company ("Flowserve US"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
/\

Dated: New YQrk

t
":: YorkecIJ<Q""'· ,2013

/'

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

'Attomeys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and

NEW YORK Vogt Valve Company
T'l CLER~S OFF\<8§. Pine Street, 24th Floor

.---T"',r,vv· York, New York 10005

APR 05 20'3

, LED
Chris Romanelli, Esq.
Attomeys for Plaintiffs f
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

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:

SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE
DEMARCO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 19033112012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

~4Jtiltl¥.lEsq.

tiffs f \
,4th Floor

ork 10036

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED

1870006 1

MAR. 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CHESTER W. ZYCH

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

INDEX NO.: 190162/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Tuthill Corporation (improperly sued as Tuthill Corporation (Murray

Turbomachinery Division) (Individually and as Successor to Kewanee Biler, Carling Turbines

and Murray Turbomachinery)) (hereinafter "Tuthill"), hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Tuthill, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
Mttt4t- ',--,2013

SO ORDERED,

1807397 1

RECEIVED
MAR .2 02013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No. 19031812012
EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA
NORENE ASH-BAILEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, be., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART ,30

nBrian Sorensen, Esq.
IJMcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
APR 05 2013 solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
N~W YORK Valv.es, Inc., and ~dward Vogt Valve Company

L.~RKjS OF'FI~~Pme Street, 24 Floor
'!@W ~()rk, New York 10005 .

/

York, New York
-/+-======_.=..,.20l2__."..vv"~1.-..

Dated:

Jessica RUq"f-')"" L"

Attorneys
Belluck & 0

546 Fifth 1p.JVj__VU

New York,

SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_____________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

__________-:-- x

DONALD SPAETH, Individually and as Executor of the I:state

of JEAN SPAETH,
Plaintiffs,

NYCAL

Index No. 190251~2010

-against-

3M COMPANY et al., including

FOSTER WHEElER, LLC,

Defendants.
_____________________ x

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the above

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

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

~-~--

~~~\C~I~tA<C~n~-'--
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLJI"""" I I;;. -~edgwickLLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC
800 Third Avenue APR 05 2013 Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor
New York, New York 10022 Newark, NJ 07102

SO ORDERED, ~=,""","+-"::"'--'- _ RECEIV'ED
MAR, 202013

PART 30



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

IOANNIS BOUGADIS and VOULA
BOUGADIS,

Index No. 117628/06

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

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

Defendants.

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30

APR 05 2013

H

WHEREFORE, defendants defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve

Company (improperly sued as Rockwell Automation, Inc., individually and as successor to Rockwell

Manufacturing Company and Edward Valves, and Flowserve US, Inc., individually and solely as

successor to Edward Vogt, Vogt Valves, Nordstrom Valves and Edward Valve, Inc.), ("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, Inc. 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 c. be nd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY, &
CARPENTER, LLP

New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, NEW YORK New York, New York 10005
Ioannis Bougadis and VoulaB~ CLERK'S OFFI<Aiorneys for Flowserve US, Inc., solely as

suc~~ssor to Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
alves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company

1240645_1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 19036112012

ROBERT GRIFFIN
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, F10wserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward 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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant F10wserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 2. 0 ,on

PART 30

O
Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
!V~ York, New York 10005

F I L E

Dated:

Joseph W.
Belluck & 0
Attorneys r I intiff
295 Madiso venue, 3ih Floor
New York, New York 10017 APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED,

1871673 1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190435/2012

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.

RECEIVED
tAAR to zm3

PART 30

APR 05 2013

-...nlclLA/lJil P, ./JJ---
E 0 Joseph . La ala, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley

NEW YORK Company, LLC
COUNTY RK'8 OFFIC~8 ~~~~Street, 24

th
Floor

w York, New York 10005

New York, New York
~ll"~ ,2013

J

Dated:

John E 'chmond, Esq.
Weit & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New Yark, NY 10003

1904146

SO ORDERED,



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 19010912010

CARL A. DISALVO 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
[)., 'Lr ,2013

RECEIVED
\\AR ~ () 20\3

PART 30

oseph . La ala, Esq.
McElro ,Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley

NEW YORK Company, LLC
COUNTY CLERK'S OFS' eet, 24th Floor

ew York, New York 10005

~.-'--.-=-F=l-·L E
Dana Northcraft, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

1906478



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NORMAN VORCCHEIMER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 109455/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. 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. O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products compan~ ,nd the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. LED
Dated:

. N'~~,~

Levy, Phillips & Kom~s erg, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 13t Floor
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

1882323

APR 05 2013

He ~ntoniou McGowan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

RECEIVED
~p..R to [un

... PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

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

Index No.: 190143/11

CARMEN WILSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. 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. O. Smith Water Products 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 A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same iVe h~reby dismissed with ~..
< .

",.•......., ....•....,.~~.
..... ,'.

prejudice and without costs.
. .. ;.-.".r.: '.'\-........•.:.~•."._.",., . . . . ', .:._......•~..... .

RECEIV'E~
M~R, II· 0 29~~

pp~~}"'3JJ

elen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
cElroy, Deutsch, Mulva..'1ey & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Compan~
88 Pine Street, 24t Floor
New York, Ne rk 10005

~\SNeWYOrk

~~

Dated:

Patrick J. Timmins, Esq. e _I L E
Levy Phillips & KonigsberFL'I.IP.
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, New York 10022 APR 05 2013
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Sherry
SO ORDERED,

1695030



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190067/12

MARTIN SCHMIDT and HILDEGARD
SCHMIDT

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. 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 O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

-=".,~~~-~~~

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

w York, New York ··10005NEW yORK

APR 05 2013

COUN

Hon.

Dated:

prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED,

1829115

MAR' 0 2H13

P·!\ ,.....,. '"'(" , .""
'/-'\ ~ ...~ w.~ V



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JACK MATESSINO

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190466112

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. 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 O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
0.O-rd-'- t.fI , 20 13

/ 11II- 0' ~AIU(~
Chris Romanelli, Esq. F rt: E elen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
700 Broadway, 6

th
Floor lOR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant A O. Smith Water

New York, NY 10003 t\r Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor

NEW YORK w York, New York 10005
COUNTY

SO ORDERED,

1905941



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

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
In re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This document relates to:

BERNARD HOCHBERG

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NYCAL
1. A S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No.: 115185/05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREAS, DefendantAO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ("AO. Smith"),requestssummary

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

Plaintiff's complaint against AO. Smith, 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

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

Dated: New York, New York

~,201~

~.~ 1/~ AJ11r~
Lo\t\ ~\ \6Sl~~\\)~E'='61: I lED
LEVY, PHILLIPS &-KbNIG'lBE~, tLp McELROY DEUTSCH
800 Third Avenue, 11 th Floor 1300 Mount Kemble Avenue, P.O. Box 2075
New York, NY 10022 APR 05 2013 Morristown, NJ 07962
Counsellor Plaintiff Counsellor A.a. Smith

NE
COUNTY C

so ORDERE,.::.:D~,;;~dt~?:tU;:;~~:r

RECEIVED
2 n~3,,~I) ').0 .,j;

\\1. .'

0020304l.WPD



.-

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

INDEX NO.: 02-123166
This Document Relates to:

ROBERT E. DOYLE AND GERALDINE DOYLE,

against

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York

d--\~\\7

--s--'H=rfli-H-E-IT-L-ER------

FRANK ORTIZ, ES
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. .
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Robert E. Doyle and Geraldine Doyle
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

MAR 20 2013

PART 30

RECEIVED
NFWYORK

COUNT\{CLEH~~S OFFICE

F'LED
APR 05 20\3

A, SQ.
HOAGLAND, LONG, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:
HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST 8.
DoUKAS,LlP
ATTORNEYSATLAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSONST
PO BOX480
NEW BRUNS\I\I1C1<,. NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701lMLTSEY'S MILLRD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ



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

This Document Relates to:

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

INDEX NO.: 02-106581

GEORGE NOVAK

against

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING
& SUPPLY, ET AL.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:,J./J.1hoNew York, New York

xr~
MELISSA BA LLA, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

E RATCLIFFE, ES .
LUXENBERG, P .C;

Hon.Hoagland, Longo,
Moran, Dunst
& Doukas, LLP
Attorneys at Law

1501 Broadway
Su~e 1804
New York, NY

SO ORDERED:F I LED
APR 05 2013

NEW YORK RECEIVED
COUNTY CLEFIK'S OFFICE ~AR 20 lon

PART 30



· SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
ALBERTO FERNANDEZ and ALEIDA FERNANDEZ,

Plaintiffs,

- against-

3M COMPANY, et aI.,

Index No. 190399-11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

AND ORDER

Defendants.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH

CORPORATION, s/h/aB.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORAnON, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

'Fe-h. AS, 2013

FilED
APR 05 2013

Lev. hilli s & Konigsberg, LLP
oThird Avenue, 13th Floor

New York, NY 10022
(212)605-6200
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Jim Xramer, Es~.

SO ORDERED
----jf---""""'-'''r--v-------
Hon. ':S1J1~

PatncK
SMITH, S T N, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN, LLP
2 Research Way,
Princeton, NJ 08540
(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FLORA JOAN KERN, as Executrix to the Estate
of EDWARD F. KERN,

Plaintiff,

vs.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at,
Defendants.

(NYCAL)
Index No.: 190203110
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE AS
AGAINST DEFENDANT

AT&T CORP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 11 th Floor
New York, New York 10022

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between counsel for the plaintiff

in the above-captioned action and defendant AT&T Corp. that, whereas no party herein is an

infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been appointed and no person not a

party has an interest in the subject matter of the action, the above entitled action be, and the same

hereby is, discontinued with prejudice and without costs to either party as against the other. This

stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk of the Court.

Dated: ~YOrk,NeWYOrk F I LED
3 ~6 ,2013

..______' APR 05 2013

~ ~ ~NEWYO. i
lA.-..~ COUMrY CLER

.. AudTe~r M. Raphael, Esq. ~c.a...\J .u~ H en A. Me 0

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP cELROY, D TSCH, MULVANEY &
ARPENTER, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
Wall Street Plaza,
88 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005

I8117M LDOC 1»~-----_.



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO,

against

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-119645

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST&
DOUKAS,LLP
AITORNEYS ATLAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSONST
POBOX480
NEW BRUNS\lMCK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 W1LTSEY'S MILL flD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ
~\J.¥\ IQ

M~~k
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

f' LED
SO ORDERED:

APR 05 2013

RECEIVED
MAR, 202013

PART 30



•

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO,

against

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-104036

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A. Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

HOA(lLAND, LONGO
MORAN,DUNST&
DOUKASiLLP
AnORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSONST
POBOX 480
NEW BRIJNS\II>lCK; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 V\IILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ

SO ORDERED: F'LED
I\PR 05 'l.U''l

NEW 'fORK

N""" CLERK'S OFFiCECou 11

RECEIVED
MAR 2· 0 20n

PAR-*r 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

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

INDEX NO.: 99-119365

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ
"'\21-\ \1

~~
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A. Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

.PART' 30

NEW YORK
coUNTY CLER~SOFFiCE

F , L E D~~~~;=:::::::===----
APR 05 2013

SO ORDERED:

HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &

DOUKAS,LLP
ATTORNEYS Al LAW

NORlH JERSEY
40 PAlERSONSl
POBOX 480
NEW BRUNS\I\o1CK; NJ

SOUlH JERSEY
701 WIllSEY'S MILLRD
SUllE 202
HAMMONlON,NJ

'-.-j



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CATHERINE A CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A CAIAZZO,

against

A O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI.,

I.AS. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 98-111051

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: NE\w Brunswick, NJ
~ p.l-\,~

-M-O-N-IC-A-R-.-K-O-S-T~~Q
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

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

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480
NEW BRUNS\IIo1CK; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 WLTSEY'S MILLRD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ

SO ORDERED: f' L ED_~~ _
APR 05 2n'3

NEW YORK
COUN'T'l CLE.R~S OfF\CE

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CATHERINE A CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A CAIAZZO,

against

A O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI.,

I.AS. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 97-113279

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ
a.\:z:t \\'3

~~......>r,,-,-ES-Q-.---

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

JOH ICHMOND, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Catherine A Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A. Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

APR 05 2013
HOAGLAND,LONGO
MORAN,DUNST&
DOUKAS,LLP
AHORNEYS AlLAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480
NEW BRUNSV\JICK, IIIJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701V\l1LTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMOIIITON,NJ

SO ORDERED:
F I LED

~~~~~=-------

NeWYOAK
coUNTY CLERKIS OFFiCe

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PARer 30



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

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

INDEX NO.: 96-120779

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

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

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

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
"f'V CLER~SOFF\CE

caUNI'

F'LED

RECEl\/ED
MAR') {' 2013

..' "0'p,'$" LA 1 -Ie, .,'
'f"\f'ij J

(
JOH ---#-I-C-H-M-O---ON~D-,E-S-a-.------

WE TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A. Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

DATED: Nl3w Brunswick, NJ
.a.~~ II ~

~~
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

HOAGLAND,LONGO
MORAN,DUNS( &

DOUKAS.LLP
ATTORNEYS ATLAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480
NEW BRUNSVlJICK. NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 VYILTSEY'S MILLRD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ



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

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 116605/01

MICHAEL SHAUGHNESSY and JOAN
SHAUGHNESSY

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.

MAR 202013

PART 30

Dated: ED
-~~----.........v-

Rosario Chetta, Esq. I:' I LED
MALABY & BRADLEY, LIf:
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc. APR 05 2013
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038 NEWYOAK
(212) 791-0285 COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFICE

SO 0 RDERED, ;z""=-t.-:-J,'tz1W-:~=---:-:--

Dated: New Yor ,New York

----"""-~'-'---, 2013 /7
~~(LI2c



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

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

DAWN STUMME, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of GEORGE STUMME

-------------------x

Index No. 106012/98

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Major Rubber Products, Inc. (hereinafter "Major Rubber")

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Major Rubber with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Major Rubber be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

Dated: New York,N~ York
-Feb!t1.~ \<2>,2013
M"'b'L~-

;2 i1L6/!b-/
Ms. Ruth Marcus, Esq.
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
George Stumme
110 Williams Street, 26th Floor
New York, New York 10038
(212) 267-3091

SOORDEREDHon.~

David H. Jones,
MALABY, & B LEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Major Rubber Products, Inc. F I LED
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

N~WYORK

COUNTY CLJ~F\K'S OFFICE -

RECEI\/ED
MAR. 2() 2013

PART 30



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

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190366/12

GLORIA MILLER
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:----------
MAR 20 2013

PAR~r 30

R6'Safio Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCo Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

N WYORK
1 -et»1J'/ffY CLERKI~9FFICE

New York, N wYork
'] ,2013

Dated:

SO ORDERED'~~~~~~tJ;;-_

Bonnie S inwol,
BELLU K & ,LPC.

Attorne s for i i(f F' L E
Gloria ille
546 Fi venue, 4th Floor
New Yo ,New York 10036 APR 052013
(212) 681-1575



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL

--------------------x
KENNETH P. RAU, Index No. 19041412012

Plaintiff,

-v.-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., including,
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC.

Defendant(s).

--------------------x
WHEREFORE, defendant SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC. ("Superior") hereby request

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Superior with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

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

MAR' (\ 2013

PP~\Rr ;.JO

Dated:
------,;-;-;-;.,...---::-;;:-..........

Dated:

SO ORDERED,-~~~~5ci;H~;-

New York New York

3 ,2013 ~

+=~:q...-f-=---=:::~:::::-~~~~~"t-f::-4=~-D=-G-ra-C-e-D-e-+-+-~l·o-,-E-Sq-.-----------
uzann atcliffe, Esq. ,

WElT &: LUXENBERcfC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway ISO Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 APR 05 2n,'l New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintif! Attorneys for Defendant
Kenneth P. Rau <l(O~K Superior Boiler Works, Inc.

(212) 558-5500 /~~'J/!W\CL~R~S Orf\~2) 791-0285

RECEI\/ED



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

--------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION·
NYCAL

--------------------x
KENNETH P. RAU, Index No. 190414/2012

Plaintiff,

-v.-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., including, CROWN
BOILER CO.

Defendant(s).

--------------------x
WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/K/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.

Dated:

Dated:

~~+5!-~~~~~~1t:ILI--I- D~.
!"uzann Grace De ano, Esq.
WElT ~ LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway APR 05 20130 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Plaintiff NEW YOR~ttorneysfor Defendant
Kenneth P. Rau COUNTY CLERK'~iler Co. . .
(212) 558-5500 _,{212) 791-0285 RECEI\.1

MAR ~. 0 ZlH3

PARr ~o



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

------------------x
INRE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

------------------x
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190399/11

ALBERTO FERNANDEZ and ALEIDA
FERNANDEZ

------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant ALCOA INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant ALCOA INC., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto, it is

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

. defendant, ALCOA INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

FI LED
Dated: New York, New York

t~\:.. \~ ,2013 APR 05 2013a ;zr;; COUr>l~g:EYO~K_ ...t.-t ...

costs.

MAR'~ 2013

PAR-f30



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

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

DELPHINE M. STACHOWIAK and CHARLES
STACHOWIAK

-------------------x

Index No. 190155/09

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 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

~17 ,2013 /7
C'J_/7/6 ( Lt2-
J~ Esq. riosario Chetta, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,F·' L E U!ALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
Delphine M Stachowiak and Charles "ID13 Morse Diesel, Inc.
Stachowiak APR 0 5 L 150 Broadway, Suite 600
700 Broadway New York, New York 10038
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK ~1Ct 791-0285
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S 0

~ REr;:'j
SO ORDERED, Hon.S~ Dated: --'-_~-,':-,~:-.f-',~-C-:-,c-,;-:'



•

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Robert J. Lorper and Gloria Lorper,

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

Index No.: 107940/05

Plaintiffs,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defeld1L: ~r1L)& DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prJ;udlce and without costs.

Co.

. Heitler

New York, New York APR 05 2013
"3 I ( j , 2013

~ NEW YO
~ £~ J--:L::__ COUNTY CL~E~'~~_-'----===---
Matthew T. MacI~ Esq. Ju In
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. lIen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Robert J. Lorper and Gloria Mario & DiBono Plastering
Lorper Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 44 Wall Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005[)

~"JJJ(2u:.12~)~7:-e-32~_.ect;J~~
MAR 202013

PART 30

Dated:

So Ordered:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Albert A. Stortini, as Executor for the
Estate of Joseph A. Stortini,

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

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

Index No.: 108921/04

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prej udice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejud~elaJL.JE;h~costs.

Dated:

So Ordered:

APR 05 2013

COUN=Pl~m~~~;-...,r---.........
us ln M. Tafe, s

C len and Dykman LLP
ttorneys for Defendant

Mario & DiBono Plastering
Inc.
44 Wall Street
New York, rlitlEf!~rzTlcnmn
(212) 732~1::1VI::V

Our Fi ".: 1~926l.6~75
MA .2

-~~¥tt;fJa-. -He-i-tl-e-r------nART 30

Co.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Dolores Breschard, as Personal
Representative for the Estate of Robert
Joseph Breschard,

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

Index No.: 100564/06

Plaintiff,
- against -

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering

Co. Inc., be dismissed with F"eluhc6nDithout costs.

So Ordered:

Dated: New York, New York
31 ler ' 2013

~7~,L£A-.
Matthew T. MacI~Esq. COUNT\CEil;aRil\1:iQ leife, sq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman P
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Dolores Breschard, as Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Representative for the Estate Inc.
of Robert Joseph Breschard 44 Wall Street
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor New York New YorktQ~

(2 '-ncCE DNew York, New York 0 .~~

Our No.: 10924-5161
MAR. 202013

ART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-------------------x

-------------------x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 110502/02

DONALD SIMMONS and ROSEMARY L. SIMMONS
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. F I LED
Dated: New Yor ,New York

'13 ,2013 APR 05 2013
--~-'--..:::....._-

NEWYORK /7
COUNTY CLERK'SdF~_

-L.- --"'- _

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

.&COZ
~ichael Fanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
Donald Simmons and Rosemary 1. Simmons
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ------,F---::::liI"F'/h,£..f---

Ho'n.J!i+!@~~

Dated: ~~~~-'-I::_V---L.D
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------~----------------------------~--x

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116605/01

Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Shaughnessy

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants MCCORD CORPORATION with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

APR 05 2013

I LE D,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants MCCORD CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

manelli, Esq.
WEI & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ---=''''''--::::.....-r-~:-T--'''I--------

Dated:

RECEIVED
MAR,. 20 2013

PART 30
5398974v,1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190143/11

Carmen Wilson and Ruby Wilson

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants RSCC WffiE & CABLE LLC with 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 with prejudice
and without costs.

L E Dulie Evans, Es .
. WILSON, E SER, OSKOWITZ,

EDELMA & D KER LLP
APR 05 2013 Attorney fo endant

RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC
K 150 East 42nd Street

~~trlR°:8OF~York, New York 10017
I iT:!-490-3000

L~~f--- .....F........· ,"",-,No. 07696.04974

"-
~

Pat ick Timmins, Esq. e I
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERGlCLP
Attorney for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,_~~~~~~ _

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 20\3

PART 30
5112091v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Wynsome V. Brown and Maurice C. Brown

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190070112

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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 defendants CONWED CORPORATION with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CONWED CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: J/;5/1~

Y' r\\:1'\ \
~4DYX (Jd l~,

Derrell Wilson, Esq. '

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC , l. E 0
Attorney for Plaintiff c:
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Fl~or
New York, NY 10017 APR 05 20'3

NE.WYORK
"I'V CL.e.R~SOff\CE

COUNll

so ORDERED,-----'a-~-r----
5069984v.1

Julie Evans sq.
WILSON LSE MOSKOWITZ,
EDEL N & CKER LLP
Attorne for fendant
CON ORPORATION
150 East 4211d Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 07415.00129



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190070/12

Wynsome V. Brown and Maurice C. Brown

-----------------------------------------x

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 3212, 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.

APR 05 2013

'LE 0

Julie Evan, Esq.
WILSO ELS R, MOSKOWITZ,
EDEL N DICKER LLP
Attorne :D Defendant
AMER f\N BILTRITE INC.
150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017

NEW YORK 212-490-3000
COUNTY CL.SAK'S OFFICE File No. 13139.00135

Ghf3t ~~.~~~~D

Derrell Wilson, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorney for Plaintiff I::
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Flolf
New York, NY 10017

SO ORDERED,

5069949v.\



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 117772/06

Desiree Vadi and Donna Moody, as Co-Administrators
of the Estate of Lorraine Bou

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Julie Evans, Es .

L E 0 WILSON, E SE ,MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN CKER LLP
Attorney for fendant

3 CARRIER CORPORATION
APR 0 5 201 150 East 42nd Street

New York, New York 10017
NEW YORK 212-490-3000

UNTY CLERK'S OFFIPHe No. 10557.00489

SO ORDERED,-~~i~7fZt====~···-···

Dated: ~q(L3_
~~~

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBER~LI

Attorney for Plaintiff ...
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022

RECEIVED

5307118v.l

MAR, 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -' - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

Index No: 190399/11

Alberto Fernandez and Aleida Fernandez

-----------------------------------------x

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 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.

APR 05 2013

FILED~
Dated: 2J 10 J l3

NEW YORK . -.-2::~----,f----I----

Y PHILLIPS & KONIGSBER8'lli"t' CL.ERK1S OFFI~i~sE~;f,S, SER,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMA & DIC ER LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorney fI r De dant
New York, New York 10022 A.W. CH RTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street

a
New York, New York 10017

. Lr-_---.=..F,ileNo.: 05335.00001

SO ORDERED, -----'oc~:>c.'foo'~-----
H;~er RECEIVED

MAR. ! () Lon

p~,\

5045957v. I



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

JOSEPH COYLE (dec.), Index No.: 07/104310

Plaintiff(s) ,
-against-

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
----------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are hereby

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

Hon.
SO ORDERED,

dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: New York,
:JIlt"(

APR 05 2013

NEWYOR~ T?/L ,f.. f-_
JJoohh:nn-;JJ".-:1~~19:, ]EEiS3CqI.':-~C~O~U~NTY CLER~S~w T. Maclnty~.
Cullen man LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorne r Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL ID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003
New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2000



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY, Index No.: 12/190097
06/108174

Plaintiff(s) ,
-against-

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
----------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED,
H RECEIVED

MAR. 20 l013

PART 30

E~/t;i~sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

LLAPR 052013 700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

oK (212 ) 55 B- 5500
NEW YOn

~~ C\.EAK'S OFFICe

York
---..L..L-I........I--.,~'..:20 1,l

John J. Fa
Cullen and
Attorney f
NATIONAL GR
44 Wall Str et
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

ROBERT BURNS KOBLER and FINNI G. KOBLER, Index No.: 98/121894

Plaintiff(s) ,
-against-

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
----------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

costs.with prejudice and without

New,~~~{-Le 0
--,+-f.-...L-4----,,,.

hereby dismissed

Dated: New York,

APR052013~
~--=+I-~__~:.-.=:::~;::~.~~-/~-I-=:-
John J. F NEW YORK Matthew T. MacIn~Esq.
Cullen a COUNTY CLERK'S 0fif.tW§ & LUXENBERG, P. C.
Attorney Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL LLC 700 Broadway
44 Wall S r New York, NY 10003
New York, (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2 ~~

SO ORDERED, ---=-H=-o-n-.-~ RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190331/12

Samuel DeMarco and Josephine DeMarco

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/b/a
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC. individually and a/k/a Amtico Floors" (herein after
"AMERICAN BILTRITE IN~.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint
against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

RECEIVED
MAR. 20 2013

~cr)PART -.J,.~

APR 05 2013

F' LE 0

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFiCe

HO~tler ~.

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 . out costs.

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

5222039v I



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116605/01

Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Shaughnessy

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant FEDERAL MOGUL ASBESTOS PERSONAL INJURY TRUST
AS SUCCESSOR TO FELT PRODUCTS MFG CO. (Fel-Pro) hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FEDERAL MOGUL ASBESTOS PERSONAL INJURY
TRUST AS SUCCESSOR TO FELT PRODUCTS MFG CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

APR 05 20'3

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants FEDERAL MOGUL ASBESTOS PERSONAL INJURY TRUST AS SUCCESSOR TO
FELT PRODUCTS MFG CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

5398922v.l

manelli, Esq.
WEI & LUXENBERGP.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff f \ LED
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELS
EDELMAN & ICK
Attorney for De end t
FEDERAL MO ASBESTOS
PERSONAL INJURY TRUST AS
SUCCESSOR TO FELT PRODUCTS
MFGCO.

NEW YORK 150 East 42
nd

Street
1"/ CLER~S OFF\CE New York, New York 10017

COUN 212-490-3000
~ Fl_·le_No. 11120.00052

SO ORDERED, _--"'~"""",,-~~~L-- --'--_ CEIVED
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler RE -

MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Shaughnessy

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116605/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T CORPORATION, incorrectly s/hla "AT&T" hereinafter
("AT&T CORPORATION") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against
defendants AT&T CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants AT&T CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated:

bris anelli, Esq.
EIT LUXENBERG P.C. E 0

Attorney for Plaintiff f' L
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
COUNTY CI.ERK'S OFFiCE

SO ORDERED, .--T=---C?rJ!d--+-~f-7"''V_-----
HOn~itler

5398907v.!

J. ans,
WILSON,
EDELMA
Attorney:tl
AT&T COn..... .n...... TION
150 East 42 Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
FileNo. 05175.00024

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------·---------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116605/01

Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Shaughnessy
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.

APR 05 2013

Dated:

hris 0 anelli, Esq.
WEIT LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff F I LED
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, ~d _
---H-O-~--:.he y . citler

5398914v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116605/01

Michael Shaughnessy and Joan Shaughnessy

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually and 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint
against defendants ERICSSON INC., Individually and as successor in interest to ANACONDA
WIRE & CABLE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30

APR 05 2013

Julie s, Esq.
WILSON, ELS
EDELMAN & IC
Attorney for D fen t
ERICSSON IN , ndividually and as
successor in interest to ANACONDA
WIRE & CABLE CO.

N~W YOf\~ ... 150 East 42
nd

Street
CQUN"N Cl..aRK'S OFFlCENew York, New York 10017

212-490-3000
File No. 07536.10269

F'LED

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants ERICSSON INC., Individually and as successor in interest to ANACONDA WIRE &
CABLE CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and' sts.

Dated: 31It It') " .

SO ORDERED, ---::;~_~~I--__'--- _

5398927v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190331/12

Samuel DeMarco and Josephine DeMarco NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

-----------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC.,
incorrectly s/h1a "TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORAnON", (hereinafter "PUGET SOUND
COMMERCE CENTER, INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint
against defendants PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR '0 2013

r 7"')\T ~O,",.. ,",.h \1 "l', bt#

Julie Evans, E .
WILSON, EL ER, OSKOWITZ.

F' "L" E ODELMAN DIe ER LLP ,
Attorney for efe dant
Puget Sound' mmerce Center, Inc.

APR 05 2013 150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

NEW YORK 212-490-3000
COUNTY Cl..E.RK'Soanl'ilWo. 04693.00410

,LLP
tiff
,4th Floor

10036

Dated:

5222142v,I

SO ORDERED,---~~~(4-----



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOSLITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

William Delgado and Margaret Delgado

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190401112

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC.,
incorrectly s/h/a "TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION" (hereinafter PUGET SOUND
COMMERCE CENTER, INC.), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against
defendants PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed wi pr dice and without costs.

/
Dated: -+-I'-fft:::.i=--;-"~=-'-"'-"-----

F\ LED
APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
-r-v c\..eR~S OFF\CE

COUN'l

SO ORDERED, --~--.-------J~-F~<_v/__.M__-

J
5257158v.1

RECEIVED
MAR, 202013

P/.\RT 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190326/12

Theodore Levy and Merle Levy

-----------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and 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 3212, 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. /

MAR. 202013

PART 30

APR 052613

t:wyQRK
N. e.p.~SOffiCE.

UNil' CL:

Dated:

SO ORDERED, --\-----A-~f+_f_------

5376607v.1



536.20148/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI, Deceased, Index No. : 102945/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, here0y

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DA~~<jIl~,3)1II , LED
Ea~(!) APR 051.0~ • A
FRANK M. ORTI z, ~1TEPJ~;:;;T!!!!!E!!!P~~:II:~F~~I!!~-;;;;LA:;;:~~S:::~:'~~~'~E!..tS-Ql!!!Il~OClL-_-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG NE.W YO~s Y, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlaintiffCOUNiYCLER~ FLINN
700 Broadw~r\_ Attorneys for Defendant,
~~/~~ork 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
.t:~~~V 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

~ 10~ P.O 438
\M\\'·, "" . East Hanover, New Jersey 07 93 6

1»A\'t'D',)0



536.19955/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

ROBERT BRESCHARD, Deceased, Index No. : 100564/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DAT~aJloA3fl '13 \ \.. E 0
Eas~ N n\3

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E PRO::~&i!r~ESQ~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Nt~E.f\~S1At'ifJ TY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlaintiffCOUN~ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

~c:~l':/~lL>York 10003 !~:~:i~~o~~~ro~v;~~~r~~~~~350

,,(\1') Hanover, New Jersey 07936
Wtt\R. ~ 0 LCJ \J

p~R.~30 Hono Klein Heitler



536.19249/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

ARTHUR BJONNES, Deceased, Index No. : 104391/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

_~~...-L-tI~~EQ.<~e&?4k&~",1:)
FRANK M. ORTIZ, SQ~.~p---- STE~N ~ ~S~, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PR 0520'3 GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFp,-LO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New Yor~,~~~rk 10003 NEWYO~KO~~ed Conveyor Corporation1=CElV 1:-'-' CO T'l CLERK:S "ii-Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

~<.!>'" • .J? O. Box 438
M;\~, ~ (). 7.a'~ East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

. ·~O
Sep~D ,-' --H-o-"n""o"ri;,;jaEt:z2~-+-::-------::-:---~---=-------



536.19879/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

GEORGE ANGEVINE, Deceased, Index No. : 116178/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Sherry Klein Heitler

~iS~&S-~~~L ~O\?~...J.~ 'C2

FRANK M. ORTI Z, STEPifEii F jBiitAM: ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff NE,W yORK ,~&,INN

700 Broa~wJ.~n UNtY C\...t:.RKS OfA~torneys for Defendant,
~.~1\f~ork 1~~3 United Conveyor Corporation
~J:\....;~ 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

'1 "0'3 P. ox 438
, c, ,.c." East Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.19336/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

GENEVIEVE H. KOCKLER, Deceased, Index No. : 105592/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED
APR 05 2013

----:.=------b.......~r-:...,e-4--~O52.~~~~~~~~~~~-STEP EN F. A
WEITZ & LUXENBERG .~RRITY , GRAHAM,
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEWYO~ fR¢SN
700 Broadway COUNTY C\...ER~ ttorneys for Defendant,
New York, Nf~~~ 10003 unit...e... d Conveyor Corporation
o c.cE1\t CV 72 _?a.gle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
1"1.- .0. Box 438

\ 'D C': (\ inn East Hanover, New Jersey 07936
~\['\"'. 'I '

SO ~A~f '~'.•...""ore:nJooo-r~a::"b"--l-fe=~H:lJ--K-l-e-i-n-H-e-i-t-l-e-r-----



536.19798/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI, Index No. : 115520/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed~t~~~i~ and without costs.

APR 05 2013DATED:
East H

SO

NEW 'fORK lCE.

--oo~~~~~~I'<C~,r:;.~ •.=<>FRANK M. ORTIZ, E --~N F.~A~~SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

R,ECFl.VED ;~o~a~;~ ~~~k Avenue, Suite 350

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.19400/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

MATTHEW KING, Deceased, Index No. : 107012/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissel=w't~1Etu~eand without costs.

3//1II3 ~PR 05 2013
,Ne Jer, ey

NEWYO~ ~~~ i?
-F-RAN-=--K---lb."-OI!!R"TI!:I=-I,~-S~~~~p;.~or-U-N~;CLEK~NF<%A~SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG -.......... GARRITY, <fAAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

crt:1\1E.D ;~o~a~;~ ~~~k Avenue, Suite 350

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

Klein Heitler



536.20306/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

FRANK E. KOONE, SR., Deceased, Index No. : 104954/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

APR Q5 2013

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismisse~lf~r~d(}r,and without costs.

DATED: 3/;///3
East Hanor ,Ne",Jerpey

--~l..M-O·R-T~I-#---c~S~Qii.i~~....'1I1"·fr'~'JAr~;;'~1-u-N-lT'l ~~v.~!!II~lf,?,~~~i!I!"ilLQ-.----
WEITZ & LUXENBERG _.......... GARRITY, GRA.J,iAM,"MURPHY, GAROFALO

!,
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN I

700 Broadway Attorneys for D~~dant,

NeWY

e
,orCk,'E~If:~ 10003 United conveyo~rpo~a~~n

~~~ 72 Eagle Roc~ ~enua,J Sv~e 350
~ ~~ .-.P. O. Box 438 ,o'>""v. " :~"

n to t~ East Hanover'; New 'tiJe:1;'sey 07936

SO ORD~\ '3=~'--o-n""o-r-a"":b-l=-"-e-""~~~y-K-l-e-i-n-H-e-l-'-t-l-e-r----'c."".".--,.",._.......,..._'~_'\".,1'/



536.20152/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

MORTON MECKLER, Deceased, Index No. : 102561/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

and without costs.

APR 05 2013

same are here~YdiSmissei=W\t1L:rl:u1LJe

DATED: 3)1/3
East Hanov New Jersey

~~~~~~~~wyon<C-.a;e.:es&;/'C?3<z c tt'
FRANK M. COU TY CLERK'SUEFiIN F./b~SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBE ......-,.._- GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plai & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, l\!e=).N,York\10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
--0. Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.19452/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

ROBERT J. LORPER, Index No. : 107940/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed IrtJp~j~JC)andwithout costs.

Heitler

APR 05 2013

Honorable

NEW YORK

___--\~~':..I-~~n_~C~O~U~NTYCL~~¢E3ii'<ik~cesi)

FRANK M. TIZ, ~~L~O~SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, Ne~ XQillk,,10003 United Conveyor Corporation

~~ 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
~'<h P .0. Box 43 8r-- -~~,~ ~.~ -,"\ [ ;-,; :--'\,

,"""''"''''"'-- 'fIanoverl""'hNe*yJe::r;'s~y 1',07936

DATED:
East Hanove ,

SO ORDERED,



536.19831/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

ELMER F. MULLER, Deceased, Index No. : 115712/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismist=d1r~lie~ice and without costs.

3/11 /;3 APR 05 2013
Je se

NEWYORK~ ~

FFRRANANKK~M~.~O~R~TII~,~~~~~~~~ER~~~?EA~g.:)
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broa9~~~ Attorneys for Defendant,
~W'"'Y;'o;rk>'~eAv York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
~:,.- -. Y. \::, _ \:,~ ':-..._>l ".;..."

<'I'" 72. Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
.0. Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

,.'50 .ORDERED i)



536.19830/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

DONALD M. MUELLER, Index No. : 116057/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

and without costs.

Heitler

APR 05 2013

Honorable

same are hereby dismissJ=' ltlPeuoce
_3/11/;3

YORVC::::Z <1~~:rRii<<< <?
. ORTI S~Q~'~"'M9NTY CLERK'S~N F. B~ ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, RAHAM, M'LJRPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rq9k Avenue, Suite 350
P "";8-' -"""''''''-, r=·'"~.o. :-~"" (",:,:1; ;1 ":\ /. t.,,'?"-': '; ,:',

t Hanove<r'I'·~tv·~ &e~Je:f"d 793 6
~~r"'-

MAR 20 2013



536.20072/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

THOMAS J. METZ, Deceased, Index No. : 102288/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

lein Heitler

APR 05 2013

SO

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismiss1ftwJtl.P~u~eand without costs.

DATED: 3)1 /:;3
East Han ,Ne

NEWYO~~
--=--b...'-'O·RET::"'I-#-.~ELS-J.,~:t-..-..--:'~R-....~+¥--8LERK i~ £)

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New'¥Qr~'10003 United Conveyor Corporation

"" :~j 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. 438
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.20309/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

VINCENT D. PISTONE, Deceased, Index No.: 104645/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissei=wltht:r~ud[)eand without costs .

.., ,;' ,

~~&{e:'l)¥-y. ~:~~O~~..,~r ~
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ?SQ.,,,""ebONIYCLER~F.~4J1 ~SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York. )10003 United Conveyor Corporation

< .v 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P . 0, .. Box 438
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO



536.19902/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

JOSEPH L. PETELEY, Deceased, Index No. : 117266/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

GAROFALO

APR 05 2013

SO O~'~,
\',:;-i ;~'.'.':0..';, -."
\: c

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED
~~~/;I /3

FFRRANANKK=M~.I05iRR:Tr:I~ZZ,~~ii\ijjjiii-~NNiEE'WYOR~It~T~E~P~H~FiF~.~~~~~~~~--
WEITZ & LUXENBER COUNTY CLERK'S~y, G
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN
700 Broadway ~ Attorneys for Defendant,
New Yorls, New Yo::pk 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35')
P.O. Box 438
gast Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.20153/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

NELSON E. NEWCOMB, Deceased, Index No. : 102562/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wiLD

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismisset=wtt~1E!u~eand without costs.

APR 05 2013:3//1 II_B
J rsey

"\ I

SO ORDERED,

NEWYO~ d

FFRANRAJ~K~M~.-cO>RR~T~~~.-~rt:tNfF'teLER~~;SQ~
WEITZ & LUXENBER~""''''' GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFJI,T_,()
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York ~ew~~rk 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

v ~_",:",...J. " _J

',", " 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.19103/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

EDWIN A. MURRAY, Deceased, Index No.: 102879/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
.AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Klein Heitler

F I LED

SO

APR 05 201~~~;, .~_. dO>

-;:::;F~RAN~;;K~M-=. ~O~RT;:;::;:;::-I"!Z-, ~;:;:;;;;~",,""E---N-EW YORKBEPH'fN F. ijAi~.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG UNTY CLERK'S~TY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff &IF~lNN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NevtYe-.rk 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438

Hanover, New Jersey 07936



536.19579/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitlez)

JOHN STASKO, Deceased, Index No. : 110637/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

-----='---t----m'hfV-----------~/l-90, l'J'\1-'.,. _,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED

SO ORDERED,

APR 05 2013
~

-F-RAN--K-M==-.-O-R-T-I.:::!!!ZE:,=---. - .......II!!!::::----r~EwYO~at;tL~~ +

WEITZ & LUXENBERG OUNTY CLERKtS~lC8",~ GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438 .... ", , ..:
Ea over ~~('J~t~e,:yo.7936

\t._,,:~ '~ .._.:~; "':.:,~;.-{ :-



536.19S05/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

LOUIS H. SIVERS, Deceased, Index No. : 115S01/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herehy

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

and without costs.

Klein Heitler

APR 05 2013

Honorable
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismisse~i'h~~dt:J

DAT~K j (\,3/!1 /J -'l

Eas~N y

_______.. ",,==-'- PIEW"?ft'fd-~.,~~ 1& ,...
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ES . OUN1YCLE~~F.~AL§1riQf5;~.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Roc~\ A"Yyn}te.r,-"~14t~~~50
P.O. Box 43 sc:.: 1 ::':,,, ;'.,;!,jli"'';' 4:.. ..... _'~:tJ -,.;\~.1 ..-

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936
0,0 2013



536.19907/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitlerl

ANTHONY J. SIMINI, Deceased, Index No. : 117706/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

Klein Heitler

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED

SO ORDERED,

I I

~~~~a.o(~ i~//J,
~ (,;t' APR 05 2013

-;;F-;:;-RAN~-;:;K-M~. ~O-;:;-R;::r;-T:;:-I;:;Z.::!!!, ~E~~~-:'~~...."'~~N~EWYOR~<~~ ~ -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG UN1"'Y CL.ef\~~l~.lr!~,y, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Roc~rr.\l;x:~pVf2-t"~Uci:t,~r'3,150
P . O. Box 438 \'.' (>'\ .. " , ", ~,., :~j

H-anover;J "kew"'Je"{-sey '()7936

M;j?, Z0 zen



536.19403/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

EDWARD RICH, Deceased, Index No. : 106352/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed Wph rrt1uEcOnd without costs.

Klein Heitler

APR 05 2013

NE~ ~A?
FFRANRAi~KKrM~.~O)FR~T~I~,~E~~~ijiII~CX:O)DUNTY~L&VIU-?§~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG~--~ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway t>"~'""" Attorneys for Defendant,
New York N,"~'w\y;o~k~0003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
E ahover, New Jersey 07936



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates To:

ROBERT BRUCE BURAWA and DEBORAH
ANN BURAWA,

Plaintiffs,

Index No. 190272/2012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

-against-

ACKER DRILL COMPANY, et aI.,

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant Acker Drill Co., Inc. ("Acker Drill") hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Acker Drill with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Acker Drill be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

f),
t.~_/ "~.;J)

M~.B. SO 2Gn

Dated: New York, New York

los Belluck, Esq. L E opeggy L. Pan, s.
BELLUCK & FO)( F I KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &
Attorneys for Plaintif[S FRIEDMAN LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4

1
floor APR 05 2013 Attorneysfor Defendant

New York, NY 10036 1633 Broadway
(212) 681-1575 New York, New York 10019

NEW YORK ~&) 506-1700 r,.~'>.)
SO ORDERED OUNTY CLERK'S OF ~ / l,J



536.20194/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, Index No. : 103409/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a.ll claims aLd

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

Heitler
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs .

.. 1/. \,e. O
DATED: ~~3/ JI /13f '-
Eas~k, Hap e, N Je s 'If\~~

~6 ~R05~

~i!::.::23t~.. v
FRANK M. ORTIZ, E . ~ORK~F. L~~.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG NE.~E.f\\'<:S@XRRITY, G HAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlaintifteouN~ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Aven~uef·,S1.i'ite 350
Po n '" '" J1.. -::>.. --0............. ;"cr., ; .••...•'. ",'; '. ".! . ).. ~x\~.!1·o·, ." ......"

f__""71-YPSt Han~~~~r~};'''Nkw Jersey 07936

UuP ':/V\Y\l ,,' M



536.19909/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

WILLIAM M. WILCOX, SR.,
Deceased,

Plaintiff,

Index No. : 100307/06

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporat ion, be and tbe

and without costs.hereby dismissed~Ttee9
3;/1;)3 APR 05 2013

Ne

Honorab___.-oH

same are

SO ORDERED,

NEW~.~~ d
FFRRANANKKrM~.:Co5FRnT~I~z::,~Essa;-'piii~choUU~NTY CLI':.¥W61&i F. ~g;5ESQ .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "--1IIIIIII.a.. GARRITY, G , MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor s~~~~tpP~\

72 Eagle Ro<tk 7i.:~'enl.lE=; Suite 350
P.O. Box 438;",,'" .
East Hanover, NEfW,Jets:e:;Y:i 07936



536.19104/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

DAVID M. TOBIN, Deceased, Index No. : 102349/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

y Klein Heitler
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED
APR 05 2013

=FRAN::-:-:-=K::-::--M~.E::..-:O-=R-=T-=I-=Z:..:!II,-=-E-=-=-~"""'~---:NEW y~m(~~. ..2
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ----....,....OUNTY CLERlfS~:QfflPF, GJriAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, SuiJ;.~:·~50

P 0 B 4 3 8 ~"" ~:, "'.--- ,r ".<" ".;'"
. . q:;K. --:-"," ~;~""(' ~'\';,"::1-':\" \,_,t ~i.",~~)

'A(jr- =<:A.O HEmoverF;·p.§.~·jerseY0'7936
r\('\,,,,~

\PJ) \'. Q C'J Iv
\\ t t ~. '

=----::-::------\;;~M---:-.:-:--___=_----:-___=_------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 100564/06
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD,

" against-

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

SO ORDERED, -=~::::<!1~~r&~;c---

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-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. E 0
Dated: ::) It\$',20lf ' L

New York, New York APR 05 Zp13 ._
\~./ (J ,#

/J'7/ J.I.j --n/ ~ -~'.~ .... .t
~//~,f. NE~~ ;BEc' ';)..
Matthew Maclntyre,ESC) COUNT'(C~ enessere, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212).5;>51-7500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHN RUFF,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Inde)( No.: 190516/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWIIP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,

BWIIP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated:

Elf &-2:-
Ted"Eder, Esq

"n\~EGALMcCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
APR 05 LU ~AHONEY,LTD.

Attorneys for Defendant
NEW YORK 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

-'Ll•• 'orY C\..ER~S lrJEii,tlW,rk, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,--4~~¥I-----

,
\ -,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
SALVATORE CANTOLINO and MARIE
ANTOINETTE CANTOLINO,

Index No.: 190211/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------x

Han. Sherry Klein Heitler

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:

E D=--:-.~~~_
Linasey T os r Esq.

2013
SEGAL CA RIDGE SINGER &

APR 05 MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth A e ~th Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York NY 10036 NEW YORK 850 Thirg Avenue, Suite 1100

, NTY CI..E.R.K'S~rk, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, ~
-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA
NORENE ASH-BAILEN,

Index No.: 190318/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as sueeessor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------x

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

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.

'L E D==')t1-~
---+---+-+-+--/;,------
Jessie Russ 11 Es . APR 05 2G13 Ted Eder, Esq
BELL CK 0 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorn ys:6 1 iffs MAHONEY, LTD.
5465 Av ,4th 100r NEW yO;:OFFICEAttomeys for Defendant
New Y k 10036 COUNTY OLE.R 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

, ~...NeWYOrk.NeWY~~~22"

SO ORDERED . . •D .(:\ 0\
~~ \~\p.,\,:J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET
DELGADO,

IndexNo.: 190401112

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually,
and as successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al.

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------x

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, 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,

OX, LLP
laintiffs

., 4th Floor
Y 10036

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

F \ L E~ lIL-??-
--+---+-+-1--\1'-1-------'=-----

Ted Eder, Esq
APR 05 2013 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &

MAHONEY, LTD.
NgW Vt;:)RK Attorneys for Defendant

<t.1'"t'V Q\..~f\~a Or~hird Avenue, Suite 1100
COWl' I I New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, :;:;;-,,~~~eij~~;J:;-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
BENJAMIN K. SCHAEFFER and CHARLENE
VIRGINIA SCHAEFFER,

Index No.: 190120/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, ~l ai.,

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------x

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWIIP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against Defendant BW/lP, 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.

Ted Eder, Esq
APR 05 2013 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &

MAHONEY, LTD.
YORK Attorneys for Defendant

NEWERK'S OFF\<§@ Third Avenue, Suite 1100
COUNTY CL New York, New York 10022

Hon~SO ORDERED,

Dated:

LE~73-
-----+-----f-f~'_J'_-f----



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: NYCAL
1 LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-=:=~-:::-::=-=:-:=~==:-=-:=------~

Index No.: 190361/12
ROBERT GRIFFIN,

-against-

A.P. SERVICES INC., et aI.,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
iMOTION AND ORDER
·,·,
,,
·,,,,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests sununary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

'"';'......f' ;~""-

tQ03~6
i-ry,
L\',~,

0.

Dated: New YOlk, New York
-3 J~ ,2012

I

SO ORDERED, --z-:~~5tf;~~:-:-:--:----

ichelle D. Grady, Esq. F , L E ~ord F ,
Attorney for Defendant Atto e
Aurora Pump Company Rob rt (fir;.ft1n
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. APR 05 2013 BEL U & Fox, LLP .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 lfth Avenue, 4th floor
New York,New York 10004 RK New York, NY 10036
(212) 509-3456 N~~~ IS oF~?dID 681-1575

without costs.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 105596/05
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOSEPH CHAMIDES,

- against-

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-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: ~ \ \\ ,2013
New York, New York

EFrank Ortiz, Esq. ...1::":
WEITZ & LUXENBJFti,--....,--
Attorney for the Plaintiffs

700 Broadway APR 05 2013
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500. ORK 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

N!WY I . ~!w·York, NY 10022
OOUNiV CL.EAKS OFFI~12)i651_7500

SO ORDERED, (;7;};/;~
--H-o



536.19828/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

JOHN McCLOSKEY, Deceased, Index No. : 115842/05

Plaintiff,

vs.

(November 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismisst:1ttt.p~iE)Feand without costs.

350

APR 05 2013

-----+--+----"'-'-------------1+".;.,.'\-L" \\ 'LuISHonorabl Y\!-.'" :J .,

FRANK M. ORTIZ, SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintif
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,



536.09236/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

IVAN SWEBERG,

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No.: 122197/99
114395/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against

defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

LED,--

-EI-R-K-JA"">'C-O-B"""'S'-,=E=-S-Q....>..-.-----".£::.....----N'R 05 20'3~~?~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plai . & FLINN
700 Broadway NEWYO~K &SfOEneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003COUNTY CLE.RKS 0bhited Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle ck Avenue, Suite 350

ox 438
East Hanover, New Jers~y,~7-93-6

SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE
DEMARCO,

Inde)(No.: 190331/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------)(

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

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.

t __ J

~JLe-
E Qed EdeT, Esq

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
APR 05 2013 MAHONEY, LTD.

Attorneys for Defendant
ORK 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

.....el~rWNEW~RK'S o~~eork, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, -u:::~~~~tu::::.:J:::--

Dated:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: New York City
Asbestos Litigation

CHESTER W. ZYCH, Index No.: 19015612011

P1aintiff(s)

vs.

THE WILLIAM POWELL CO., ET AL.,

DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM
POWELL COMPANY'S NO
OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Defendant (s)

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant The William Powell Company with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: Februarydg, 2013
New York, New York

SO ORDERED,~=;;:::~~".--J~4/t------

CLEMENTE MUELLER, P.A.

f L ED,~~ 1LL-
APR 05 2013 Lori Anne Fee, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Early & Strauss, LLC The William Powell Company
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th F~ef NeW YORK 5 Penn Plaza, 19th Floor
New York, NY 10017 UNTY CLeRK'S OFFICltew York, New York 10001
212-986-2233 212-425-5005



I
I

I, "
iSUP~EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
!COUNTY OF NEW YORK

I-------------------------------------------X
lIN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I------------------------------------------- X

IJEANNE COYLE, as Executrix for the Estate
of JOSEPH COYLE, and JEANNE COYLE,
IIndividually,

NYCAL
Index No.: 104310-07

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

IAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
Heilter

Plaintiff,

-against-

!
!
•
~
(
!A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
I
!I Defendants.
!-------------------------------------------x
i

i
I

i
Isummary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
I

IPractice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

!
Icomplaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice,

land there being no opposition thereto,

I
!
~

11050
'~'~ .."',

j

/
/

Heitler

Port Washington, New York
3/;-)73

F I LED

i
~O ORDERED,
!

I
1~~~WK062013
~rank Ortiz, Esq. Lance Perez, Esq.
rEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAIMONE & ASSOC TES PLLC
~ttorneys for Plaintiff~eWyO~S~FF~iforneysfor Defendant
1700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK: Pr'ack Trucks, Inc.
~ew York, New York 10003 150 Haven Avenue
1(212) 558-5500 Port Washington, New York

(516) 390-9595

~nd cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the
I,
isame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
f
I

!Dated:
~
f.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-------------------------------------------x
VINCENT D. PISTONE and DEIRDRE PISTONE,

Plaintiffs,

NYCAL
Index No.: 104645/06

lAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
Heitler

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
___________________________________________x

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requef"tR surnmi"Y."'./

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Plaintif Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway NEW YOR~ack :p:-ucks, Inc.
New York, New York 10 oCtjQUNiY CLERKIS1QI5FI!f£Ven Avenue
(212) 558-5500 Port Washington, New York 11050

(516) 390 -9595



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION
------------------------------------------X
JOSE PEREZ,

Plaintiff,

-against-

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining &
Manufacturing Co., et al.,

NYCAL
Index No.: 190422-11

lAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
Heitler

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
------------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, 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 MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

.J''"i:T~"":1

'~:d

La ce Perez, Esq.
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC
Attorneys for Defendant
Mack Trucks, Inc.
170 Old.gountry Road, Suite 609
M' iTa'; New York 11501

Mineola, New York

311)-(~

Patrick Ti mons, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue
New York, ~ew York 10022

So ORDERED,

Dated:

L.

C'"

~E'I'V YOHI'<
., 1=p.K'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------X
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------X
DARYL W. MIDDLETON and BELINDA MIDDLETON,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC.,
n/k/a RHONE POULENC AG COMPANY,
n/k/a BAYER CROPSCIENCE INC., et al.

NYCAL
Index No.: 190367-12

IAS Justice
Han. Sherry Klein
Heitler

NO OPPOSIITON
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
-----------------------------------------------X

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, 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 MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Mineola, New York
J>"1.u 4' /1"'1-'- '/ I 7I 'L c i 3

Dated:

Michael Roberts, Esq. APR 05 2013 L ce Perez, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway NEW YORK Mack Trucks, Inc.
New York, New York e~ CLErli(l$ OFF~~ Old Country Road, Suite 609
(212) 558-5500 Mineola, _~ew York 11501

(5 90-9595

SO ORDERED,
H lein Heitler



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
OUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------X
N RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------------------------------X
ANIEL W. STACHOWIAK, as Administrator for the
state of DELPHINE STACHOWIAK, and CHARLES
TACHOWIAK, Individually,

NYCAL
Index No. 190155-09

Plaintiffs,

-against-

lAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
Heitler

.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

----------------------------------------------X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary

'"

Port Washington, New York

3/t) !~

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

ross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are

efendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no

pposition thereto,

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

ndRules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against

ated:

'udgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

, LED ,;.~::,.:.:~...~:.~:~~~~:::Z=-~
I---...::..:.",....:;o=-------..::..a...--=- _

chmond, Esq. Thomas J. Maimone, Esq.
&: LUXENBERG, P •c. lPR 05 20\3 MAIMONE &: ASSOCIATES PLLC

ttorneys for Plaintiff~ Attorneys for Defendant
00 Broadway RK Mack Trucks, Inc.
ew York, New York 10003 NE.W,{O'SO~EHavenAvenue

(212) 558-5500 COUNT'( C\..e.R~ Port washin..9.",\:on, New York 11050
(516) -9595

o ORDERED,
Heitler



536.20404/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

IRVING FEUERMAN I Deceased l Index No. : 108170/06

Plaintiff, (December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

VB.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant I United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled easel pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant I United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant I United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

y Klein Heitler

F I LED

Hon
SO ORDERED,

R052~.~
-;:::;;:;-::;:-;:;:;;:-;;?~~:-;:;-J!I!~:...,h""'~~ STEPi?ENF:ftAtS1$I6~SQ:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEW YOR~ARRITY I GRAHAM I MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlaintiffCOUNTY CLERK'SE()~
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant I

New York l New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Sy..:ite 350
P . O. BOX. 4J.8."". /"'~" ~........, .,! J
E HanoJ\~r~ .·.~~,~.Je1:"S~y ~6 7936

~1 ~ -,---'--



536.20781/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

SALVATORE A. DEPIOLA, Index No. : 113842/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

n 0 201SO ORDERED,

FRANK M. ORTIZ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

same are hereby dismissed with prelC)ice and without costs.

~r/ FILE
DA~~~",n.Jtj( I
Ea~ u.~~ APR052013

UN~CL~:~ GAROFALO
& FLINN
Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

P_0. ~r4.tBJ r: "' "'. t"; :.''''\
East Iif9\t§2.Y.e.Fi:,nel,y Q:er_sey 07936



536.20918/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

DOROTHY T. BOVA, Deceased, Index No. : 116852/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al. I

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wi-t[

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitt~W 20 2Q13
SO ORDERED,

same are here~y dismissjF:wlt1L:lE:u1E)e and without costs.

'/1/ /;)3
DAT~",J,,..,CS APR 05 2013
Eas~N

-F-RAN-K-M~. -O-R-T-I-Z-=,::'-E3l~~IIII!!!..\~.c~O~LJ-NTY,JN~~~EYR~~F~.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRIT'r::, GRAHAM, MURPHY I GAROFA.LO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New . 'ted Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438

_,. > ~-~".,_.. '-':-' ", r .:-:::.:,,!:? ~:~:••-.~

EastrJI~n6ver:,., ~e~r'Jejsey 07936
l,' .,\;:" ~:; T>'- .- ' >



536.20305/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

HERBERT B. KLINDT, Deceased, Index No. : 105764/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herei.'y

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

Klein Hei t le:r:'"
r~ ,L,j

SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissFwitt'E1::fe and without costs.

DATED: .3/11/~3
East Hanove, ew se APR 05 2013

~~~~~WYO~~FRANK M. RTIZ, CLEAK7~~NF~6;SESQ:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~~~UNTY GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P .0. BoxGt:li lB' :",

___---t' Han16~~,',cN-e.w.'. Jer,~-y) 07936



536.20786/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

BERNARD J. JOHNSON, Index No. : 109228/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

M~\P SO 20n
HeitleF

i',:.,;,
l:

SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs .

. ,J/./"'3F I LEDv,1! I~
Ne er APR 05 2013

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ES NEWYOR~Q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG TV CL.ERK'S~ TY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Bo~~H,;;"", ;?" -";'" t"", r"'»
Ea s t Ha~Y:~,.:fL,,~§\'!L j-;e ti;l ~y) 0 7 9 3 6



536.21127/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

WALTER A. JENSEN, Deceased, Index No. : 101333/07

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

~~~~~y Klein HeitlerHo
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

r FILED
/!':::
,......APR 05 2013

FFRRANANKK-M~. OORRTTIIZZ-:,~~SQQ~;;l~iiiiiii~WVi. YOR~~Q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG --..."lJNTY CLERK'S Qffil.(RqTY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey~07936



536.20784/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

CHARLES R. GRAVES, Deceased, Index No. : 113490/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

Heitler
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismis~ fit: ~j~ce and without costs.

DATED: . JIll /tJ lOR 05 2013
Ea.st Hanar, Ne Je sey Rr

C>' ~
-F-RAN=-K--I----=.OIfftIIiAO....T~I#--:o#''---1f1-------;;:-N-ITY~eti~s~~*~~
WEITZ & LUXENBER ...-.l..... GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. BO~ ,~,:3$.. ,.,.,

Ea s t H~n.P?:"~tJ>l'J~wJersey 07 93 6



536.20783/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

EDWARD T. GOTTLIEB, Deceased, Index No. : 114637/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

without costs.

Heitler
SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dlsmissedi=itf f:el:f1L) and

_3/0 I/'3
New ers y APR 05 2013

-F-RAN-K-M-.-t.....-RII!!!!T·II!":Z=--,~.,#.~R--~-N~E~~~~~~E~Ff.4~~~~~~~---
WEITZ & LUXENBERG COUNTY ARRITY, GRAHAM, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle ROCk:A:veJ1uer.$+lite 350
P . O. .Bo!X:~' 4j'~' '... ' . '.. /
ast Hah'd';er, 'New Jersey 07936



536.20308/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

ERNEST D. MOON, SR., Deceased, Index No. : 105887/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Klein HeitlerH0 nor""-' -U;;J-.:>¥!

" n n'')
- __-h,...q-#~~-+----------__1iA#_0l.:."~r.~<I:J L'J \ JSO ORDERED,

~~~~D~~¥/:3 'Lo~n~
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ ~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEWYO~~Y, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlaintiffCOUNn' CLER~StJtirL'INN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P . o. Box 438,>_._,.. c""':
East Hano'.kgr('~~~~e,wJ!~tse.¥~(J'793 6

U· "":~h. L~..~"iJ -;"..;.:,.J.'. '-- _.'



536.21132/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitlel)

MARY L. MONTANTE, Deceased, Index No.: 101344/07

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Mi1.R SI] 20'13
HeitlerHon

~~;~3J..>/~~~3.....' LED
. 052613~~ /I. .p

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E STEPfi~~.'
WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEWYORK ~ITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for PlainticOUN'TYCLER~SO&FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438

l1anover, New Jersey 07936
10
U·";,. "....,SO ORDERED,



536.21136/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

EDWARD L. PERRY, Index No. : 101274/07

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff i s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

HeitlerHonorab
SO ORDERED,

FFRANRAi\nK(MM~. ~O~R~TrTI~Z~, ~sfoj::i'--l:=~'" 0~i#~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~~~ ~~,~ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ~R oS r.; & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003\j\JiO~" ~e'd Conveyor Corporation

NeC\.-e.t\~&O~1:rEagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
OUN\'< P . O. Box 438,.. ..... '.~ ~>:

C East \;" yer/NewqeI"§ey 07936



536.20417/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

THOMAS R. NOLAN, SR., Deceased, Index No. : 108180/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

~~~~~'ry Klein Heitler
SO ORDERED,

! I

~:~~~~'.:iIi~)llI(IIIIP
FRANKM. ORTIZ, ES E~~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG R05 2013 GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway .. Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 NEWY~~SKOFJl~ted conv~~9../J;;. "..,c:.'..•p.:.':.p.'.p.'~~~~9n~
COUNTY CL.ER r~1:; Eagle Ro~J<Avenue{. '<$\H-1;teJ 350

P .0. Box 43 tl' . . r, 4')

Hanover, Nt3wJ J::~1-sQ;y 07936



536.12441/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

GEORGE NOVAK,

Plaintiff,
vs.

~~JITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No.: 106581/02
113937/02

(December 2013 FIFO Trial Group)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
.r..ND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against

defendant, united Conveyor Corporation, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, united Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:

SO ORDERED,

York 10003

EP:~~~"DSTEPHE F. BA AMO, ESQ.
A.DR 05 2.01!ARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
~ & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
NEW YOR~ni.£?-:~ Conveyor Corporation
. CLER\< fiF~e Rock Avenue, Suite 350

P.O. Box 438
Eas Jersey 079J6

( ~ ~~-.--~\

'''. I 'I
;.;;....>~

Heitler



536.21028/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

MURRAY L. WHITE, Deceased, Index No.: 100309/07

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Klein Heitler

E~~
O 2013

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
5 & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
10003 NeWYOAK United Conveyor Corporation

COUNTY CLERK'S O~Cfi!agle ROC~~.e~r:i':,Sp:i~e::'~p'
.I__-=P:-,_O~.. Box 4 38 tj ,'" '2" ".".-,~

East Hanover, New Jerse,*",Q7936
C;') d I·,)

(
,... I

~~~~D~~~1~1

SO ORDERED,

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York



536.20695/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

GERARD E. SCHIAVO, Index No. : 112522/06

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DAT~a!lO~ 3//( /13
EaS~Ne

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E ED~Q:"""
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 05 2013 GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway NEiWYO Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New Yor£~~bSRK~K United Conveyor Corporation

OFF/CE72 Eagle Rock Avenu,~",§,~e 35 0

~~~t ~~~o~1;'f~:C~:~1~i;~)c'i7936
~:J~P.~~7A-r---" , r2f'1\')

SO ORDERED, - Mfl,P SQ v \J



536.21138/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

NYCAL
lAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

DONALD B. PRENTICE, Deceased, Index No. : 101281/07

Plaintiff,

vs.

(December 2012 Monthly FIFO
Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff I s

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Klein Heitler
SO ORDERED,

~~~~Nej/)l /3, LED
-FRAN--K-M-.=-O-R-T-IZ~,~E~s~-:'-:'~~~~AP=--R- 2013~;t~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 05 GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10WJNrY CLERK'S OSlfj~Eed Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock AveIJ1,J,8""Suite 350
P 0 B 4~8:"~\ r :. )
E~st ~~;1~.:rL:jJ~w:-::fe;~ey 07936

/l'L~--' ~ "~c,-;" .
t1 f\ ~i f)

---;~...PcfP7 p f\ \) \'< (j L\~ \.l
N~ ;..... \.. .J



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_-----:-::--_---=---:::::-------==-----:-:---=--=----------, (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190531/12
EDMUND LEHANKA AND NELLIE LEHANKA,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et aI.,

Defendant(s).

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

_---;;- "2012

{F0825881-l}



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

_________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: Index No.: 190109/10,
CARL A. DISALVO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

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 § 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
:;),2J ,2013

E~
+-'---L.-""'~--=-----------IAPI--IR--O----'5"""2=--D13-~::m

DISALVO, CARL A.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. . VO~K WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ~!C~=RK'8 OFFY~ Broadway
New Yark, New York 1oo~UN I I New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ---=-+---4-t~~Y------- RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30571-2305



...
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190109110,

CARL A. DISALVO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon 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: Ne;x York, New York
dD 1 ,2013

K~q F~5~01~c>\CJt---t-:;;?b'-ff-bL-~
Attorney for Defendant rn y for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation 0 'K DISALVO, CARL A.

NEWY RMCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. TV CL.ERKIS OFF~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300COUN j(')OBroadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

1235-23056

SO ORDERED,~~~t=:~1&~-----
RECEIVED

MAR 202013

PART 30



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

------------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190109110,

CARL A DISALVO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
r, j.--'

oJ 'J / ,2013

~FILE~$2A
Kerry~ ~
Attorney for Defendant APR 05 2013 Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. DISALVO, CARL A
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. NEW YORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 230§OUNTY CLERK'S OFFI~ Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212)509_3456

4
,. ~~ (212)558-5500

SOORDERED_~~ RECEIVED
I n Heitler

1122-23429



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190109/10,
CARL A DISALVO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
,), 2,"1 ,2013

F I LED
-----,....:~~~~!!!L.!:AP~R~O~52~013 .~Q_~_~~__
Ja . ~
Attorney for Defendant NeW YOAK ~ ..~ y or Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equi~~Cb!f\K'SOFFI~ALYO, CARL A
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, ---~:"""G';.lr<....,w--------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190214/12
NELSON H. DEREGO and FLORENCE FUFAR
DEREGO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQtJID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et ai.

. Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

RECEIVED
l-AAR 20 20n

PART ~_Q

SO ORDERED, --~=+-,-*74S~f--------

Dated: New XPfk, New York

OQt~ ,2013 F I LED
J1;dL:!!'_- . /}

C\7~t... ~ APR 05 2013!tiI:C:;(L--
-L-au-r-a-B-.-H-o-Um-aI-l,-'E~s<-q-.------- 7
Attorney for Defendant NeW YORK Attorney for Plaintiffs
Atwood & Morrill Company COUNTY Cl..eRK'S (J)fijtteli H. Derego and Florence Fufar Derego
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

.". ,.~ :'••• ~ ~,~.r, p ~' •••• , ••••• : •••••• ,. :- __:- ~ P," ,••••••••••



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

TI-lIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

NYCAL
LA.S. PaJ1 30
(Beitler, J.)--------------=------------,

Index No.: 190194/12
GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE SOUTl-:IER,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 J2, dismissing plaintifTs

complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company be and the same are hereby dismissed vvith prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:

Il ED
05 2013 DaIliel P. Blouin, Esq.

rvlcGI P.c. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.

Attorneys for Defendants NEW YORK Attorneys for Plaintiff
The Fairbanks Company COUNTY CI.ERKIS OF~~~hen S. Soutber and Eugene Souther
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor '7bll13roadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, --7"""~~~n-n------- RECEIVED
\PtA~-~Jl 7.0\3

PAR-r "30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190438112

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

P1aintiff(s)
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp. with prejudice, 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

2383-29764

without costs.

Dated: New ~tiew,~, ,LED

/J!W!I1<1.11 =Affi 05 2111'3
Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq. J eph . 'ams, Esq
MCGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. NEW YORK J~g:p . WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.c.
Attorneys for Defendants coUNTY CLEf\~S OFFActmrneys for Plaintiff
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Robert E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New YorkJ,JJW

(212) 509-3456 (21ltfeEIVtU

MAR 20 20\3so ORDERED, ------,~~~7IJ.r.,/A~-----

PART 30

{F0827746-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
I (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190438/12

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

Plaintiff(s)
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New '2'ftew York
,20~

~~~-----
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. APR 05 2013
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation NiW VO~K Robert E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd FloohuN'N ObiR~aOFF~ Park Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York 100&4'" New York, New York 10167
(212) 509-3456 (212) 668-1122

SO ORDERED,--H-o~eitler REu~~~~;D lB5-24M!

PART 30
{F0827746-1 J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

Plaintiff(s)
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 190438/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, 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 'to1;k~ewYork
--dfh-,20~

~E'LE
Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq. 2013
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. APR 05
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. NeW YORK Robert.E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd FloocoUNTY CL..EAK'S OF~JB~ark Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10167
(212) 509-3456 (212) 668-1122

SO ORDERED, _------>O"""'~fT--?'C----------.---3!..!E=CEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30
{F0827746-1}

1122-24288



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, l.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190438/12

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

Plaintiff(s)
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against defendant, Flowserve Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Flowserve Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

0951-972

, New York
...--~--'""'--_' 20ij

Matthew D. Sam s . iams, Esq
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. lOSEP . WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Plaintiff
Flowserve Corporation Robert E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor NeW YORK 245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York~iY OL.ERK'S OFFICE~ew York, New York 10167
(212) 509-3456 (212) 668-1122

SO ORDERED,---Hgeitl~ ro:M~~~~;D
PART 30

{F0827746-1)



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

Plaintiff(s)
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 190438/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against defendant, Dap, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Dap, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New ";Jrtew York
,20~

~~LE~~~~~
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. Jose . , sq
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. APR 05 2011:>sEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES,

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Dap, Inc. NEW YORK Robert E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor COUNTY CLERK1S ~ltWk Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10167
(212) 509-3456 (212) 668-1122

SOORDE
0604-559

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30
{F0827746-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT E. SMITH AND MARY SMITH,

Plaintiff(s)
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 190438/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

F I L E
Matthew . Sam ar, Esq. Jos s, Esq
MCGIVNEY KL GER, P.c. APR 05 2013 JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCI

Attorneys for De ndants Attorneys for Plaintiff
The Fairbanks Company NeW YORK Robert E. Smith and Mary Smith
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floofr.OUNTY CLERK'S OF.f4$£I>ark Avenue, 39th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10167
(212) 509-3456 <;a:, (212) 668-1122

SO ORDERED, ~Heider -. RECRE~~;~M_l~6
MA ,2 _

PAR-r 30
{F0827746-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

MICHAEL ANTLE AND VASHTEE ANTLE,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai.

Defendants.

i Index No.: 190360/12,
,
,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,,,,,

,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

F' LE 0

Dated: New ~~rk, l'iew York
-----,S..-LJ 2-\ , 2013

\

lufrtln Kasmir, Esq. APR 05 2013
,Attorney for Defendant Atto e or. i ffs

.. Oakfabco. Inc. K ANTL, MI'-If! """VL

M G &KL C NEWYOR
C IVNEY UGER, P. . aRK'S o~feE CK ox, LLP

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 coUNTY 01.. '546 Fi Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036

(212) 509-3456 (212 6 - 75RECEIVED
so ORDERED, MAR .2 0 2013

PART 30
2571-2248



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

!Index No.: 190360112,
,
,
,

i NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

MICHAEL ANTLE AND VASHTEE ANTLE,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

F I LED
APR 05 201

Matthe D. S par, Esq.
Attorney for De endant NEW YORK Atto ey aintiffs
Atwood & Morrill Co., IncCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFIDe'LE, MICHAEL
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New YOrk,.. New York 10036 CO'
(212) 509-3456 (212 681:1575 CCE.\\I~

. R~
\l\/l.R '}, \) 1\)\3

\,~R\ 30

Dated: New Y rk, New York
_~~_:L_.,2013

963-1295



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,

i Index No.: 190360112,
,,,MICHAEL ANTLE AND VASHTEE ANTLE,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

: NYCAL,
: I.A.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

! NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
,
,

,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Pecora Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 20,013

PART 30 539-271

APR 0 5 ?4\.f!lrn fI
'"ANTLE M A

~
LLU K Fox,LLP

NEW VO e~· venue 4th Floor
COUNTY OLER ew York New York 10036,

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, """"""==------t-~~'H_/_I-------

1\ i shia Johnson, sq.
Attorney for Defen ant
Pecora Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

1 Index No.: 190360/12,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

,,

,,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----=-=-=-=-===-=-==-::--::--:cc-::------~

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Sid Harvey 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, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

66-509

MAR 202013

PART 30

~~::fiJ-L E D---I-~'------__
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant APR 05 2013 Atto
Sid Harvey Industries, Inc. ANTL , L
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EW YORK BErt' CK & E x, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300.c.OUN~CLERK'S oFF1d~ Fi enue, 4

th
Floor

New York, New York 100tH New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

RECEIVED
SO ORDERED, -~~-----..;~v--~-----



TN RE; NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: l.AS. Part 30

____________________--1: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: , .

I Index No.: 190194/12
GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE
SOUTHER,

PlaintitT(s),

-against-

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendant(s).

: NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atv'!ood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Atwood & MOlTill Company with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company be and the same are hereby dismissed vvith prejudice and

without costs.

~Pl &J/t'fOl~ '.- I LED
ri /( '\ j .. ".... J

. ~l· ,,- \!~. ~~

\~~ . . /~2A(·\ .. \--'--~AP~ 05 2013 ._
Racl~ael N:)?ark, Esq.\, . D-an-l:""""·e-I-P-.-B-Ic-m-=i""'n-,'---E-sq-.---'-------~

MCGJVN&~()1 KL~JGER, ~.C. NEW YORK WEITZ & L~XENB.ER.G, P.C.
Attorneys 1'01. Defendants COUNTY CLERK'S O~9r8eys tor Plallltiff
Atwood & Morrill Company tfrb'reTJ.en S. Souther and Eugene Souther
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 Nev-l York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -----7'----h';-F+T->'-------- RECEIVED
MAR 20 ~tf13135

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
j I.A.S. Part 30
, (Heitler, J.)

--,---------=-==-=,-------==-=-...,--------::------~

ENZA CALMI, as Executrix of the Estate of
MARINO CALMI, deceased and TINA CALMI,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

Index No.: 190308/12,

: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
, MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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.

~~ /I/f __

~ FILED
-"---+---.f---+------,r-----r'--------

stin ~asmir, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Oakfabco Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. NffiW YORK BE L

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 COUNtY Cl..~I1K'S 0 1£1 Av nue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 Ne York ew York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (21 68 -1575

~
'1 ?">

SO ORDERED, _
~ i;Heitler

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30
2571-2254



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

_________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ENZA CALMI, as Executrix of the Estate of
MARINO CALMI, deceased AND TINA CALMI,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

i Index No.: 190308112,
,,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to

Monsey Products Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Products

Company, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Products

Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

685-68PART 30

I LED

Ho .

Matthew D. S par, Esq. 13
Attorney for Defendant
Henry Company NEW YORK
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. COUNTY CLERK'S OF~Etu & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fift Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1003~ ED
(212) 509-3456 (212) 68l-15RECElV
SO ORDERED, MAR. 20 2013

Dated: New YO~k, New York
'12i;L.. ,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

-----------------~1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

i Index No.: 190308112,
ENZA CALMI, as Executrix of the Estate of
MARINO CALMI, deceased and TINA CALMI,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. o. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,

····,··,,
,,,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap

Products, 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, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y\k, N\W York
'0 [2.- ,2013

\ ~

~ED
Carol Tempesta, Esq. APR 05 2013 --+----ff---fl---+--------

Attorney for Defendant
DAP, Inc. NEW YORK CAL I, MA 0

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.CCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFlIliLLU & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212)509-3456")681-1575 RECEIVED
so ORDERED, MAR 20 2013

PART 30 604-542



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., eta/.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

ROBERT DEAN BENCE AND SHARON
BENCE,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

_________________~: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

i Index No.: 190502/12,
,
,,,,,

!NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER,,,,,
,
,
,
,,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, The Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

MAR. 20 2013

PART 30
SO ORDERED, ----::::::;;~=--+-----''H--A'_+nf_l+_-----

~o
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant APR 05 26'3
The Falk Corporation B E, ROBERT DEAN
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. NE.W YORK ~LLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 UN\'( C\..e.~~S Off\~6 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10604 New York, New York 10036

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-157RECEIVED

Dated: New Y rk, New York
73 :2- ,2013

875-106



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

-----::-::c---==-===-=-:===--=-==-=------~

Index No.: 190502112,
ROBERT DEAN BENCE AND SHARON
BENCE,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER,,,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum

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, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y~rk, New York
-->-,5.,.L..1 \~ ,2013

Ke~ F ~R~5~13D 1--t+-f--+-+---f-7'-----

Attomey for Defendant Attome
Zum Industries, LLC NgW YORK . BENCE, BERT AN
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.CCOUNrY OU~AK'I OFFljfiL~UCK & Fox, LP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,-R~Shd~~tlli~~--

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 3(1-1186



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: I.A.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA NORENE
ASH-BAILEN,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
al.

Defendants.

Index No.: 190318/12,

,

!NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum

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, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yyrk, N!W York
5-\ r2..0~ ,2013

F I LED
~ APR052013
Kerr~.
Attomey for Defendant NEW YORK for laintiffs
Zum Industries, LLC COUNTY CL.ERK'S OFFI~eIL N, ED E HOWARD
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELL CK Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fi Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,-----=:4i~~~~{&~~--
RECEIVED

!). ·35-1163



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

: Index No.: 190360/12,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY .
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

--------c=__=-=-=--=-==-=------~

MICHAEL ANTLE AND VASHTEE ANTLE,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

,,,,
,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

FIL

Dated: NezYFi.,ew York
,2013

2572-134

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant / NeW YOR Plaintiffs
Columbia Boiler Company of P~t§t9NtfYCLeRK's1a>h;(Cl~ICHAEL
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

-RECEI\lED
SO ORDERED,-~~~""'9f-~~---- ~f\R to 20\'3

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

i Index No.: 190331/12,
,
,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)

--,-----,------:-::::-=~=-=-==-=-==-=------~

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering 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, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

Matthew D. S par, Esq.
Attorney for De endant
The Nash Engineering Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ~-----:--;-t--::::-:~t-3tY":-'t:;--:-:-----

Dated: Ne~3rtrtYork I LED,2013 F
..

--_--B.------------I-'I~lI___J_..'oo,#AK -----+--1-1-+---1+#-------
COUNTY CLERK1S OFFICE

Attorne fo 1· ti S

DEMAR 0, AMUE
BELLUC Fox,LLP
546 Fi 'Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 1O~(tc:.l\1E.0
(212) 681-1575 Rt:.·~

~~R ~ l\ 1.\)\3

PAR,30
505-3028



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,

,

,,

i Index No.: 190331112,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at.

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

APR 05 2013

F I LED

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

Dated: New3~k,r YOrk
2- ,2013

without costs.

Matthew D a: par, Esq.
Attorney for De endant Attome for aintif s
The Fairbanks Company DEMAR AMUEL
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New Yark, New York 10036

(212) 509-3456 (212)68~CEl\lEO

SO ORDERE ~ "',.,,\\ to 20\3

~t1er PAR,30
504-1014



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

-----------------~1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

i Index No.: 190331/12,
SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Sid Harvey 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, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

MAR 202013

PART 3066_507

RECEIVED

APR 05 2013

F I LED

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLeRK'S~ for

DEMARCO, S MUEL

BELLUCK & F , L
546 Fifth Avenu ,4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Z~Heitler :.
SO ORDERED,

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Sid Harvey Industries, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: NeWY31~YOrk
,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

i Index No.: 190401/12,
,,,,,,,

: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

WILLIAM DELGADO AND MARGARET
DELGADO,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, The Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

APR 05 2013

or P mtiffs
LLIAM

LUC Fox,LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor

New York, New~k,J.O~IVED
(212) 681-1575 Kt:\....1::

MAR 202013

PART 30

~~'IN~~fE~~~KOE]JJf:E.---/"/L-_---7'L _
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
The Falk Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,--~~~~~W~---
Hon.

Dated: New Yotk, N\w York F I LED
_-->-3..L-t (-z..,-\ ,2013

875-103



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

i Index No.: 190426/12,
,

JOHN DAUB AND JEANETTE DAUB,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

------,---,------,-,---==-=-==-=-----------:

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

,
,,
,,
,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 3Q63-1309

Attorne for
DAUB,J HN
BELLUC & x, LLP
546 Fifth venue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

NEW YORK
COUNTY CL.ERKIS OF..!..F..u.IC!!=E'--f------f,I-+---U-_~----

SO ORDERED,------=~~d~~=====-

MatthewD.
Attorney for efe ant
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

APR 05 2013

Dated: New YOlk, NfwYorkF I LED
_---'-3..£-__ 12.~ ,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

: Index No.: 190426/12,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-------~=---~=-=------~

JOHN DAUB AND JEANETTE DAUB,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,,

,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, The Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

APR 05 2013

F I LED

, 1 n NEWYOAK
~I:;/\s--..A COUNTY CLE_R_K_'S_O_FF_'_C+++--I---+_+- _

Carol Tempesta, Esq. ~
Attorney for Defendant Attorney fo
The Falk Corporation DAUB, Jo
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & ox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

without costs.

Dated: New~rter York
2 ,2013

SO ORDERED,~~::::;~~~lf6~---
RECEIVED

.. [ fiR f fl ')'013I'.tk:. /. \.} (..,,' I



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190426112,

JOHN DAUB AND JEANETTE DAUB,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum

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, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

F I L E Q
I

Dated: New }:0lk, Nr York
J 12 ,2013

SO ORDERED, ~::tti~~~~~;i&;:----

Kern fill M. ook, Esq.
Attomey or Defendant
Zum Industries, LLC
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

535-1176



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JOHN DAUB AND JEANETTE DAUB,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

,

i Index No.: 190426112,
,,
,,,

i NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

F I LED
Dated: New;.0tki NtYork

. 2,,2013

~ APR 05 2O_13__---ll---lJ--f--t~L----_
Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. NEW YORK
Attorney for Defendant COUNTY CLe:RK'~~§ifor
The Fairbanks Company DAUB, JOHN
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & 0, P
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Av n e, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, N York 10036

(212) 509-3456 ~fIL (212) 681~575

SOORDE~ RECEIVED
Hon:S~eitIer MAR 20 2013

PART 30 504-1040



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ABRAHAM FREUND,
i Index No.: 190355/12,
,,,,,

-against-

3M COMPANY, et al.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i MOTION AND ORDER,.
,,

.,,,,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sunbeam Products, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Sunbeam Products, 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, Sunbeam Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

A.'tlfAITley for Plaintiffs
FREUND, ABRAHAM

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, ~-r_-_-=-REC_MAR;~~3ED
PART 30

Dated: Ne~ki~YOrk F I LED
,2013

APR 05 2013

r (\ A r.. . }JLEW YORK
~ £>V~ 1"{'-.~~Ll:BK'S OI'ffffiG¥'1'----r----------
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Sunbeam Products, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

1403-13



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

: Index No.: 190284/12,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

------=-.....,......-:---=--==::-=:~===--=-=-=------~

ROLLAND M. ENGLE,

-against-

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yotk, Nfw York

--.:-+-31(21 ,2013 F I LED

APR 05 2013

aRK
COUNTY CLERK'S 0Ift

ENGL,

BELL c
546 Fi Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

(212) 681-1575RE.CE.l\lE.O
~Lb=~======-::-~ \A~R ,,0 1.0n

~Heitler PAR' 30
SO ORDERED,

Matthe D. Sam Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

963-1242



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
[ LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROLLAND M. ENGLE,

-against-

3M COMPANY, et of.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

,,

i Index No.: 190284112,
,,

,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,

,,

,

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering 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, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

APR 05 2013

F I LED

SO ORDERED, ::~~~ii~~

Dated: Ne3~k,Nr: York
, b, 2013

--fI--=~~....-----------td-e'W YOO1t'"-+--fT-f-If'-hl''-+---------

COUNTY CLERK'S OF Ie
Attorney for endant Atto e
The Nash Engineering Company EN LE R
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. BE K Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546· Avenue,4th Floor . 0
New York, New York 10004 New York,~~j1k-~ 'E
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1SKI:\.,I:1 V

MAR 20 20\3

PART 30
505-2979



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

3M COMPANY, eta/.

ROLLAND M. ENGLE,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

---------------------'1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

! Index No.: 190284/12,
,,,,,,
i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~ MOTION AND ORDER
,,

,

,

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

APR 05 2013

F I LEDDated: New:Sl.r~7t:YOrk
,2013

NEWYQAK
-M-a-tth-e-w-¥-Db'.'---7'''----a-f-r-,E-sq-.---C-O-U-N-.TY=-:-=:ClER:=;-.K...,S;-;O...F""'F...IC....,.f--++H-::lJIL---/----~--

Attorney for Defendant Attorney fi r PljlJq~jffj5'

The Fairbanks Company ENGLE, Ro LA
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. BELLUCK F , LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10~'VED
(212) 509-3456 (212) 68l-l57RECC1

W\p..R ,,0 20n

PART 30
504-997



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
[ LA.S. Part 30

-----,---,---------::::---=-:-:------::-:=-:c--=-~-----___c: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

i Index No.: 190331112,
,,
,,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

F I LEDDated: New Y)rk, N,w York

-->-L~ ( Lt' 2013

APR 05 2013

~~~:"\~UN~~~EYnf'0't-OiiJ~K...c~~~"~~----+-'I------ _
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorn
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown DEMA C ,SAMUEL
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 '0
~2~:::::~,~~ (212)681-1575 RE;~~~~".,

HOn~itIer PART 30
2572-122



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

_________________~i (Heider, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190331112,
SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

, NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

APR 05 20\3
--+-----II---I---f+...---::""-F-------

NEW YORKAtto ~ for
COUNTY CLERK'S§m tteo, UEL

BELL K ox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor

NewYork,New~~~IVED
(212) 681-1575 Kt:L-t: .

MAR 202013

PART 30

F' LE 0

MatthewD. S
Attorney for D endant
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ---z""~=---f----t-n..-:,~bIY-------

963-1253



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
: NYCAL
: I.A.S. Part 30

________________~j (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

,,

i Index No.: 190331/12,

,,

1 NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
1 MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap

Products, 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, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

604-541

tto ey r laintiffs
NEW YORK E AR 0, SAMUEL

COUNTY CLERK'S K & Fox, LLP

5 1fth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

(212) 681-1575 ECEIVED
C3J&~J[..-.---- R t.lAU 0 20\3

~eit1er PART 30
SO ORDERED,

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

c . ~ILED
caro~ APR 05 20'Hlt--H-h-q....jf---f-7L..-----------
Attorney for Defendant
DAP, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: New Y~k, N:r York,3 (2 \,2013



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

-=-------:_~=___=__=_=_===_=:_=_=__-----~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

i Index No.: 190331/12,

,

[ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Pecora Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: NeWY.o~,~wYork
_~3",,-+{~ ,2013

F I LED
Ii ,jIf\/\ ~IJr/lI1/1...AeR-.0520hJ--------I-f-+---/---

A\rltQ:shiaJohn~~
Attorney for Defendant NEW YORKAttorney for PI i ti
Pecora Corporation COUNTY CLERK'S~co, SA E
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. ~Etw1:K & Fo, P
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Aven , 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Yark 10036 0

SO ORDERED,

539-269



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

,,

i Index No.: 190331/12,
,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

SAMUEL DEMARCO AND JOSEHINE
DEMARCO,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, flk/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, flk/a Zum

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, flk/a Zum Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

RECEIVED
~AR 20 20n

PART 30
535-1165

F I LED
~""Sq"""""-- AP_R_05 20_'3----f+-flf---H _

Attorney for Defendant NEW YORlf\tt
Zurn Industries, LLC COUNTY CLERK'S lW::o, SAMUEL
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, --H-o-n....s.Utt-er----

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne'30 tt; Nt York. Z ,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

; Index No.: 190361112,
,
,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

ROBERT GRIFFIN,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

----~--=~~==--=-==-=------~

A.P. SERVICES INC., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Ma new . ampar, Esq.
Attorney fo efendant Attorne aintiffs
The Fairbanks Company NEW YORWRIFFIN 0 ERT
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. COUNTYCLERK'~ Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth venue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 I (212) 681-1575

SOORDER~~r R~;;:~3ED
PART 30504-1042

Dated: Ne'3.~\k'q:YOrkL ,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT GRIFFIN,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

Index No.: 190361/12,
,,,.
i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. SERVICES INC., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, The Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

RECEl\lEO
~~R ~ \) 'L0\3

PAR' 3~10I

SO ORDERED, ----::::iI""=-+--+--J'IJI-,f-------

~~\ycfJ L E _0-+---1-7'---1-+-+---__
Carol Tempesta, Esq. APR 05 2011
Attorney for Defendant Atto e for aintiffs
The Falk Corporation GRI , ROBERT
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. NEW YO~K~&b\-tJfK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 COUNTY CLERKS ~46 ril'ih Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

Dated: New Y rk, N w York
_~-+-+---=:7----I-' 2013



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

________________~1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT GRIFFIN,

-against-

A.P. SERVICES INC., et al.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

j Index No.: 190361112,

.
j NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, flk/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, flk/a Zurn

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, flk/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne~31j.~York
. ,2013

F I LED
Ke ann ...~. ook, Esq. APR 05 2013
Attorney for Defendant Attorn r aintiffs
Zurn Industries, LLC NEW YORK GRIFFI, OBERT
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.<eOUNTY CLERI(iS OFFIe&LLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

{Jg__ RECEIVED
so ORDERED,---=--_~~~~--__ MAR 20 2013

;;::iiff1f. s· . Heitler

PART 30
535-1175



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

i Index No.: 190361/12,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
!(Heider, J.)

-------------::--c-::=--------------:

ROBERT GRIFFIN,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

,,,

[ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. SERVICES INC., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering 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, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

505-3050

13APR 05

I LED
MatthewD.
Attorney for fendant
The Nash Engineering Company NEW YORK G IF
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.COUNTY CLERK'S OFIB U K & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 5 6 fth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, ---Ho-lil/Citler --R~;~~~ED
PART 30

Dated: New:1nk,2.,~ York
I ,2013



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL,
: LA.S. Part 30

_________----,---=- ~i (Heider, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190363/12,
ROLF HAMMER AND MARGARET HAMMER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
!MOTION AND ORDER

ALGOMA HARDWOODS, INC., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap

Products, 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, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

604-554

SO ORDERED, ---+----r:'=-f-II-/-;fHIt------

~~FILED
Carol Tempesta,~APltus 2~-------l--II-l'H-f--------
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for PIa tiffs
DAP, Inc. . . NEW YORI¢!AMMER, ROLF
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. COUNTY CLERK'S BeaI.oEK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

R.ECEIVeD
MARp .20 2013

~R.130



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
: LA.S. Parr 30

.__-:-- .~ (Beitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

~ Index No.: 190148112
COBLJRJ."J MILLER and DIOMARIS MILLER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDKR

A1R& LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP" et al.

Defendants.
-------------~

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Monill Company, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff:s' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & J'vforrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

~~$dLPJL E~ ..~
Laura B. Hollman, Esq. APR
Attamey for Defendant 05 2013 Attorney for PlaintitTs
A.Jwoocl & l'yloniIl Company Coburn Miller and Diomaris Miller
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. NEW YORK WEITZ & LUXENDERG, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 230aOUNTY CLERK'S Of'F:iClfi\roadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

%3-J 082

PAR"lJ 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THEODORE LEVY AND MERLE LEVY,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL,
: LAS. Part 30

_________________~: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

i Index No.: 190326112,
,,
,,,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER,

,,,

,

WHEREFORE, defendant, AB. Boyd Company, improperly plead as Boyd Corporation

f/kla A.B. Boyd Company, Individually and as Successor to Nelson-Adams Co., Inc., hereinafter

A.B. Boyd Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, A.B.

Boyd Company, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, A.B. Boyd Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

1190-3

F I LED
520

Atto ey r
NEW YORK-EVY, EO RE

COUNTY CL.SRK'S:mHfDDeK & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

L-1rWJ.1ft-(2_12_)6_81_-1.375 RECEIVE0
MAR 2, 0 2013

PART 30
Hon. S.~,-",,",,~

Matth D. S
Attorney for D ndant
AB. Boyd Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190326/12,
THEODORE LEVY AND MERLE LEVY,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at.

Defendants.

, NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
l MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum

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, Zum Industries, LLC, flk/a Zum Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne:51J'+Yark
. 2-,2013

Kerr~F ~~1~--+/---+---h1--------7~-----
Attomey for Defendant 1to

Zum Industries, LLC NEW YORK ~v
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. TV CLERK'S OF
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 COUN 5 Avenue,4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New ork, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, ~i::=.itl==er=======--") RECEIVED
MAR, 20 2013

PART 30,1164



SUPREf,AE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
jNYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
i (Heider, J.)---------------------;

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.: 100515/96, 101861102

RAYMOND LAURENT,

-against··

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDEH

A. C. & S., INC., et at

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed. with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NewYork
_--'---__, 201~

-.
RECEIVED 1235-19861

SO ORDERED, ---f---==*,,~

K~ F~~5:3D_~__--,--------,----
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation .Laurent, Raymond
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, J;...~ NEW YORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 23dd1JNTY CLERK'S OFFI~OBroadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

MAR. 20 2013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,,

j Index No.: 190287112,
ANGELO IPPOLITO AND ANNA IPPOLITO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL,
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heider, J.)

---------~------~~

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et ai.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Homasote Company, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Homasote 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, Homasote Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

ewYork
_o.....£-H-===-+-' 2013

F I LED
Matthew D. Sam ar, Esq. APR 05 2013
Attorney for Defendant Atto y P, ai tiffs
Homasote Company IpPOLI 0, ELO

NEW YORK
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. TV CLERK'S OFFICJ3ELLUCK & ox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2::m6UN 346 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 21 5-...

SO ORDERED, --~~~i/J4r'7--------
RECEIVED

MAR 202013

PART 30 116-595



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
Francis McSpedon, Individually and as
Personal Representative for the Estate
of Susan McSpedon,

NYCAL
LA. S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 116288/04

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims

and cross claims against

with prejudice and without

defendant Burnham LLC,

ceEsl LED
be dismissed

Dated: New York, New York APR 05 2013

MAR 202013

PART 30

RECEIVEDSo Ordered:

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cu len and Dyk
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for efendant
Francis McSpedon, Individually Burnham LLC
and as Personal Representative 44 Wall Street
for the Estate of Susan New York, New York 10005
McSpedon 21 ) 732-2000
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 'File No.: 11084-3175
New York, New York 10003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
LEONARD AMBRUSO,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 116087/05

Plaintiff,

- against -
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, as successor to Burnha~
i

Corporation ("BURNHAM"), hereby requests summary judgment in th~
;

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rule~

I
Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendand

I
BURNHAM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

and cross claims against depfL~'
prejudice and without costs.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
I

be dismissed witJ
I

MAR 20 20\3

PART 30

APR 052013New YOfk, New York
_--,,~/.,..:.I-,-__ ' 2 aIt3}

NEW YORK

COUNTYCL~:~~~/ ~,/:r ..-
seph M. A ~oli

LLP Cullen a Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street - 15~ Floor
New York, New York 10005
( 1 ) 732-2000

Fi

Dated:

So Ordered:

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Leonard Ambruso
800 Third Avenue - 11 th Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200



II

,

CLB57347/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COU~' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 190360/12

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., NYCAL
LA.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 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 di missed with prejudice

;/
--+---t+I-----:~-----+--....-1 LED l sepk"bi re orio, Esq.

! AJro'rneys for efendant
APR 05 2013 ~LEAVER-ijROOKS, INC

546 SIn Avenue, 4th Floor Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, NAw Yorr 10036 NEW YORK 2 Rector Street, 14

th
Floor

~) 10 1..3 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC~ewYork, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30



DUNS 73IS/Jegalfnosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-~-~-------------------------------------------------------------)(
SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE DEMARCO,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s).
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190331/12

NYeAL
LA.S. Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. fIkIa Dunkrik Radiator

Corporation, (hereafter "DUNKIRK") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

pon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

e same are hereby dismissed with prej dice and without costs.

osegJ.{oi
NtOrneys r efendant

APR 05 2013 ECR INTERNATIONAL
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street. 14lh Floor

NEW YORK .
CLERK'S OFFIC~ew York. New York 10006

t'212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,
Ho'B:~~~ein-Heitler

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------x
This Document Relates to:
ROBERT G. ANDERSON

Plaintiff,

- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.
-----------------------~--------------x

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 124445/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

II

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims

and cross claims against defe1L:~~HAMLLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without c~sl
York APR 05 2013
2013 '~K.,/~

~~~-=F=r=a~ri~k~o~r=t~l~·z~,~:;;.\?_"'r..j01d"N J oseph M. Angi 01 i 110, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Robert G. Anderson Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor 44 Wall Street, 15 th Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005
(212) 558-5500 (212) 732-2000

Our File No.: 11084-1

IVE~ECEIVED
MAR 202013 \':~'>O?013

eitlerpART 30 t
L <



- 1

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
--------------------------------------X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------X
This Document Relates to:
ROGER J. BALDUCCI

Plaintiff,

- against -

A.C. & S., INC., et al.,

Defendants.
--------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 119783/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

I
hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Frank Ortiz, Es .
Weitz & Luxenberg,~~~.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Roger J. Balducci
700 Broadway, 6 th Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

:::;::::::"'"" ~.
Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
44 Wall Street, 15 th Floor
New York, New York 10005
(212) 732-2000

t:fur File No.: 11084-1

RECEIVED
MAR. 202013

PART 30



and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190194112

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

FBW56683/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
GRETCHEN SOUTHER,

Defendant(s),

--------------_.,-------------------------------------------------)(

!I
!i
'II,

iI
II
,(

'II[

I
:1

II

II

II

•

I

I

I
I
I,

i
I

I
I

·-

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PAR-r 30

SO ORDERED,

q1/~'
aniel Blouin, Esq. Nicole Pitti, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff APR 05 2013 Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway NEW 0 Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 1o086UNTY CLE~K~~FFIC,..2 Rector Street, 14

th
Floor

~ew York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

without costs.

0-1e..1/13 ? L /"
~/~__FJ LED



CLB56682/1egal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--~--~~----~~-~--------------------------------------------------)(
GRETCHEN SOUTHER,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190194/12

NYCAL
LA.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,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

LE
ffL;.~··

Dani Blouin, sq. . D Nicole Pitt!, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg APR 05 2013 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor

. NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

Pt\R'- 30



4

DOM57340/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
~.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------_:_----------------------------------------------------)(
ROLF HAMMER and MARGARET HAMMER,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 190363/12

ALGOMA HARDWOODS, INC. et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TE)(AS, 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 TE)(AS, L.p", with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

pon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

ODUCTS TEXAS, L.p", be and the same are hereby dismissed with

SO ORDERED,

Jor +---+f-++-'I:I-------F I L E ~~it
Att tiff 0 Attorneys for Defendant
Bell ck DOMCO PRODUCTS TE)(AS
546 1 Avenue APR 05 2013 Barry McTiernan & Moore
New Yo~, ~ew York 10036 2 Rector Street, 14

th
Floor

3 ID '12. NEWYOA" New York, New York 10006
P COW r\OleAK'S OFF/Ce(212) 313-3600



AA-56839/1egallnosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
ADAM SPECTOR and MEREDITH SPECTOR,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~against- Index No.: 190189/12

BIRD INCORPORATED f/k/a Bird & Son, Inc. et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
----------------------------------~----------_ .._----------_._-----)(

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. f/k/a UTICA BOILERS

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, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

Qh '1 ,regono, Esq.!Aptorneys for Defendant
, }lCR INTERNATIONAL, INC.
VBarry McTiernan & Moore

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

ED
i ;0 r APR 05 2013

or 10036
NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

ERNATIONAL, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

SO ORDERED,



II

I

DUN56840/legallnosjrn

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
ADAM SPECTOR and MEREDITH SPECTOR,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 190189/12

BIRD INCORPORATED f/k/a Bird & Son, Inc. et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
----------------------._----_ .._----------- ------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. f/kla DUNKIRK

RADIATOR CORPORATION 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, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30

JO.. SfPhIHGrepr.i~OlEsq. _.
A{tOlyeys for Defl dant
E'G:r{ INTERNAT NAL, INC.
Barry McTiernan &: Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

APR 052013

RNATIONAL, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

York 10036 NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

defendants EC



DOM56917/legal/nosjrn

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK______________________________________________________-----------3C

ANGELO IPPOLITO and ANNA IPPOLITO,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON, et aI.,

Defendant(s),______________________________________________________-----------3C

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190287/12

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TE3CAS, 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 TE3CAS, L.P., with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

CO PRODUCTS TE3CAS, L.P., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

ED
APR 05 2013

Th a arafi j, Esq.
Attorneys for Dffendant
DOMCOPRODUCTSTE3CAS
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

;,~ il
4'\\'t/ ~



· .

AA-57348/legallnosjrn

SUPREME COUR-1' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE,

Plaintiff(s), .

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 190360112

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS INC.

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 f/k/a UTICA BOILERS INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

MAR 20 2013

r./\ .. :. j" ." 9

RECEIVED-

LED 4lb+?
~;pli Dirrekorio, Esq.

20"~ (¥brneyslfofDefendant
APR OS It~ &ECR INTERNATIONAL

5t venue, 4th Floor Barry McTiernan & Moore
ork, New York 10036 Nt1W YO~K C~ Rector Street, 14th Floor

coUNiY CblAK6 OFFI If.Jew York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS INC, be and the same are hereby

SO ORDERED,



'I
Ii
Ii

• I

CLl355209/1egai/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------J(
GEORGE NOVAK,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 106581102 &
113937/02

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------J(

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

RECEIVED
MAR 20 2013

PART 30

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
APR 05 2013 Barry McTiernan & Moore

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006

~~~~~12)313-3600

Hon. Sherry K1ein-Heitler
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:

LINDA J. AMBRUSO as Executrix of the Estate of
LEONARD A. AMBRUSO

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NYCAL
1. A. S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No.: 116087/2005

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
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

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

~2013

~r;{~Y,i
Lori Benavides, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP

800 Third Avenue, 11 thFl~ I L· E 0
New York, NY 10022 r
Counsel for Plaintiff

Suzanne Halb . r, Esq.
BARRY Me IE & MOORE
2 Rector Str 14 loor
New York, New York 10006
Counsel for Cleaver Brooks Company

APR 05 2013

NEW YORK
CnUNTY CLERK'S ~~~.)

SO ORDERED, ----J~c....;,/----
Hon. She

00298967.WPD

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------------------------------------------J(
In re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
This document relates to:

VINCENZO MONTUORO and ANNA MONTUORO

------------------------------------------------------------------------J(

NYCAL
1. A. S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 107279/2004

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREAS, Defendant CLEAVERBROOKS 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

~ Il ,2013

~7~
Lori Benavides, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & .r&NfSIERm:-LIr\
800 Third Avenue, 11 th 1I00r ... a;; LI
New York, NY 10022

Counsel for Plaintiff APR 05 2013

Suzanne Halb ier, Esq.
BARRYMc IE AN&MOORE
2 Rector Stree , th Floor
New York, New York 10006
Counsel for Cleaver Brooks Company

00298979WPD

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLEAK'S OFFI ~...J..J.'h'fff-----·····'

SO ORDEREDi-I-on-.S-h-=e=r-b'~r----p""""". CEIVE0
MAR 2020,13

PART 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------------------------------------------J(
In re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
This document relates to:

NYCAL
1. A. S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 2004/117050

ANTHONY RIMICCI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

------------------------------------------------------------------------J(

WHEREAS, Defendant ATLAS TURNER, INC., requests summaryjudgment 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.

BARRY, McT E N & MOORE
2 Rector Street, 14\ oor
New York, NY 10006
Counsel for Atlas Turner, Inc.

APR 05 2013

NEWYOAK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIr.C~J)

so ORDERED, _~~~lU,...j;+~====--
Ho'-S~~

Dated: New York, New York

~---=ll,---_,2013

~/~
Lori A. Benavides, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & I£lNf~ER&L~
800 Third Avenue, 11 \h Fl~ L E: U
New York, NY 10022
Counsel for Plaintiff

00203041. WPD

RECEIVED
MAR 2020'3

PIi.\. try ~'( ~<\.~ .. ,
.. ~."~.,,,. __ .J
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FBW45595/1egal/nosjrn

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
GEORGE NOVAK,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 106581102 &
113937/02

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

RECEIVED

without costs.

s1'-ui!J'zUa\./rJ'VI~,i!~ L a el1< uitt, Esq

• Atto ey for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg APR 05 2013 FULTON BOILER WORKS
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, \I-ew York 10003 NEW YORK 2 Rector. Street, 14

th
Floor

3 \\l 13 COUNTY CLERK'S oFMew York, New York 10006
(21~) 313-3600



II
';

;

I!

AA-56684/Icgal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STAIE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

--.---------_.---------------------------------------------------){
GRETCHEN SOUTHER,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER

-against-Index No.: 190194112

A.D. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

j:

I
:j
"'.

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS hereby

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/kfa

UTICA BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants EeR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILERS be and the same are hereby

R~tEl\lED
\-At\R t () 1.0\3

p~\¥~r 30

SO ORDERED,

dis~issedwith prejudice and without costs.

~~ ~
Doni lou~ sq. , LEDNiCO(!J;,Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg APR 052013 ECR INTERNATIONAL flk/a
700 Broadway UTICA BOILERS
New York, New York 10003 RK Barry McTiernan & Moore

NEWEY~K'SOFPlGector Street, 14~h Floor
JOUNTY CL New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

I
I!

i:
II
'I

i
I:
Ii
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ii
ii
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

·
j Index No.: 190143/11,
··,,,,
·i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER,
·,
·,,,,,,,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

3M COMPANY, et al.

CARMEN WILSON and RUBY WILSON,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

________----=__---=-------~i(Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, Electric Switchboard Co., Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Electric Switchboard 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, Electric Switchboard Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: Ne5~ork, ~ew York
\ \""2-. ,2013

RECEIVED
MAR 202013

i t ~~
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 0
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Electric Switchboard Co., Inc. WILSON, CARMEN
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. APR 05 2013 LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13th FI
New York, New York 10004 NEW YORK New York, New York 10022
(212) 509-3456 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI~2) 605-6200

SO ORDERED, HOll.~.
PART 301450-0011



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

------------------~

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ADAM SPECTOR and MEREDITH SPECTOR,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

BIRD INCORPORATED, et af.

Defendants.

: Index No.: 190189/12

,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
, MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Allegheny Ludlum Corporation, Individually and as

Successor-in-Interest to Allegheny Corporation and as Successor-in-Interest to Athlone

Industries, Inc. and as Successor-in-Interest to Holland Furnace Company, hereinafter as

Allegheny Ludlum Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, Allegheny Ludlum 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, Allegheny Ludlum Corporation, be and the same are

and without costs.

Dated: Ne York, New Yof I LED
APR 05 2013

ustin Kasmir, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Allegheny Ludlum Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, -----/---:;;oo~'PtE_+--;--I------
Hon.

MAR 2,02013



GRETCHEN S. sounIER and EUGENE SOUTHER,

TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPRI::IvlE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOR.K
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: l.A.s. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DO-C-L-rJ\-/IE-:;N-·-r-R-E~-'F-E-R-S-1-'O-·-.------~',
I

I Index No.: 190194112
I

I

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH "IVATER PRODUCTS CO., et a1.,

Defcndant(s).

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, deFendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summmy judgment in the above

cntitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintitTs complaint

against defendant, Oakt~lbco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

i:I(, -.'l". / ..r, 20I to t ",'.' . ~.~

~----+-~---.-.---------D-~---
Jason S. Riel11el7: Esq. Daniel P. Blouin, Esq.
MCGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.c.

Attomeys for Defendants APR 05 2013 Attorneys for P]aj11t111'
Oakfa1;>co, Inc., Gretchen S. Souther and Eugene Souther
80 Brbad Street - 23rd Floor NEW YORK 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10@~NTYCLERK'S OFF~v York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERI"7,D,~~?~~~~~~ _

{NOI57953-IJ

ReeEIVED
MAR ~O Zm3

p}~;~~"r ~~,0



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,,

i Index No.: 190364/12,
,,,,
,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,

,,
,,
,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

GERALD SMILEN AND MARILYN SMILEN,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
i (Heider, J.)

------::-----=--=-~--=-------~

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap

Products, 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, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: NewYl(~!Yorko ,2013

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant mtiffs
DAP, Inc. APR 05 2013 SMILEN LD
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 NEW YORK 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York I00ctbUNrY CLERK1S OFFNlEv York, New York 10036
(212) 509-3456 212 1575

604-556

SO ORDERED, -....:::...--r-~~7iL-¥-------
RECEIVED

MAR 202013

PAR-r 30



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30

::-=--=-==-=--==:-::=-=-==c:---------~ (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 109973/05,
NANCY J. SANTINI, Individually and as the
Executrix of the Estate of ANTHONY SANTINI,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
j MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al.

. .~.-._,;,..iiOiiiiOj;~~_~'~.~~~~~~Q~~_=fe=n.~d~;;-~t§::::.~..~.~-_-_---..,..-.---..--.-.--~ ... ~..,.'_"~' '_ .__
~. .... I.·•• i - -- -

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: N~w...York., New York
.l-. I '
)! 0 __,2013
I

t,16 D ? 0 Z013
•• 0 •••••

RECEIVEDSO ORDERED,

/ , .. / .. / I ;' / i/

~ F----=-I_L~E=-D( ~~l4!?+-~~--·
ustin Kasmir, Esq. Ltli(./~1,.U~ ?: .. ~ cJ~\ L.

Attorney for Defendant APR 05 2013 Attorney for PlamtIffs.J
Oakfabco Inc. SANTINI, ANTHONY
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 23,00. NEW YORK 800 Third Avenue, 13 th Fl
New York, New York 160dJrNTY CLERK'S OFFI~w York, New York 10022
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200

Hont;a~.~--
r~c'

t 'I·

" .,. ~51r~645
~ t' '., ]

~ l:"'\'/' ..>i




