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

i (Heitler, J.) 

t Index No. 190059/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This  Document relates to: 

CHARLES J. LYNCH and HELEN LYNCH, 

Plaintiffs, 
I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AN D ORDER A.O. SMTTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul., 

Defendants, I 

-: 

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

thc above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff 8 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Jndusuiies, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and thcrebeing 

no opposition thereto, 

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

dehdant Peerless Industries, Inc., bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prcjudice and without 

casts. 

J 
Charles M. Ferg&n, bsq, 
Attorney for PlaintilT 
Charles J. Lynch and Helen Lynch 
W I T Z  1sz LUXENBERG 

- 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMTTT-I LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
NEW York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I -  

3 

F I L E D  1 

(212) 232.1300 

*PR 2 3 2012 

481546454790.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
' COUNTY OF NEW YO= 
IN RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

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

Index No. 1 0 7 1 02/02 
\ t % q a  JEFFREY A. ZAYAS and SUSAN ZAYAS, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no apposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 \ k h w -  

Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Jeffrey A. Zayas *y 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21StFloor 
New Yark, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. >, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 APR 2 3 2012 

. /  SO ORDERED, & 

File No. 1863.6066 

~ ''#FLERKS OFFIcF 
1 %  EWYOf3K bQR 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler l i d  
&\-+ * 

4845-5261 -0575.1 4 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATTON I I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitlcr. J.) 

I Indcx No. 190O57/12 
This Document relates to: 

LEONID M. tIBERMAN and D N A  LIBERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- NO OI'PQSPTION 

: SUMMARY JUPGMENT 
i MOT?O,N AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., eP d., 

Defendants. 
I 

Y 

WI-TEREFORE, defendant, Peerless ladusrries, Inc. hereby requcsts summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 
/ 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be a id  the same are hereby dismissed withprcjudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
February, 20 12 

Charles M. Fcrghon, csq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles J, Lynch and Helen Lynch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
If00 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

Peerless Industries, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS B1SG-D & SMITH LLP 
77 Water S k c t ,  Suite 2100 
New York, NEW York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

APR 2 3 20'2 
SO ORDERHI, 

4851-5795-1502. I 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

SANTOS ASSENZIO and ANNATOLIA ASSENZIO, Index No. 190008-2012 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
COR PORATIO N, 

Defendants. 
X 

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 

“Westinghouse”) 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
& & < t i  /s; L1, 1 I 

L 
Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert M. Gilrnartin, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania co 
f/k/a Westing h ouse Electric Corpora tion 

6ateway Center, 12th Floor 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., succes g&CrE D 2 

2 3 2012 ewark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 190286-201 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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. 



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

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, Index No. 190286-201 1 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by 
merger to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE 
ELECTRIC CORPROATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

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 "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dot& New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwiek LLPW . 

Attorneys for CES Corporation, flkla 
Inc., successor by Merger To CBS 
Corporation, FIKIA WesfinghouseaElectric 
Corpora ti0 n z ,  APR 2 

$.#I- E D  
3 21322 

SO ORDERED, 
Hc 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
THOMAS V. CARROLL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106364103 & 
100232/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473,89895 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  i 

AP$ 2 3 20'2 



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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

JOHN CARBONE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102899/03 & 

10074 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: fir - 3 \ P  , 2012 

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

n 

M A W Y % o '  4% COU 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 128019/02 & 

105959/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.89877 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
DAVID DAVIDSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127555/02 & 
102362/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and withopt costs. 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

APH 2 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16293104 & 
100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and witho,ut costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89898 
(914) 345-7301 

FILE 
i ,  

APR 2 3 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CHARLES E. KNAPP I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1280 19/02 & 
105942/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and wi hout costs. 1 

Jameq-6. Sbllx;/Esq. ) 
MA-. of E ~ B F U E N  

$Y, P.C. Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89879 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JAMES E. REMINGTON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105932/03 & 
1 280 1 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

F I L E 5  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DONALD M. MUELLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3 . )  

Index No: 1 16057/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience €/Ida BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, fMa BMT, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fIWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Tnc. fMa 

Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BIZTEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Wa BML 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

k 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JOSEPH A. MANCUSO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J*) 
Index No: 107457/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90935 
(914) 345-7301 

_ -  

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

\ r  

APR 2 3 2022 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
MICHAEL J. RUSSO I.A.S. Part 30, (I 

Index No: 1008 
1085 

NO OPPOSITIi 
SUMMARY JC 
MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named i 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgn 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and therl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clai 
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ai 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M ~ O I N E I L L ,  O’BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, 
improperly named as Premier R 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, flWa BM 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

L, ,7 File No.: 473.90037 
C 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h w  in ~ W t ~ e r  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
RICHARD VOSSELER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 128024/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ua BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ' J \ \ z  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COMTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Tnc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.89885 

SO ORDERED, F \ L E D + J  



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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

M k S ,  O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

5, 

i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSEPH P. MCCORT 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190286/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Tnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Jnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
'THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MARTIN S. ARONSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

O'NEXLL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

eys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, I_ 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

GAISTER A. BELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Hcitler, J.) 

Index No: 126687/02 & 
104635/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Dl RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CARMEN BRASERO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126686/02 & 
103999/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOM, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 





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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JOSEPH SYRACUSE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124444/02 & 
127679/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Jj&x--- , O'NFJLL, O'BFUEN 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88980 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  4 
APR 2 3 2@12 1 



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

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CONRAD F. WAHL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112127/02 & 
107 169/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 473.88986 
(914) 345-7301 

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 3  2912 ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
GILBERT0 ORTIZ ARCE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127677/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Tnc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

MARE&I&NEIL~ O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.891 12 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JAMES E. MAYBEE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126935102 & 
104 166/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89239 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JAMES MASTIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113481/02 & 
10740 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S F \ L E D  !"\ 

? -- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MICHAEL W. RICKARD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 1768/03 & 
124489/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

lN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROBERT FLAHERTY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1040 1 1 /03 & 
126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
CAHILL J. BLANEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12668 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

le No.: 473.891 15 

SO ORDEWD, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MARTIN ROTHSTEIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126935/02 & 
104 1 5 5/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

\ < 7 <'yb&b+$ 'b, y 3 '  ", :,,.w*."fll 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 'Ys, 
*s@ I 

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

n 

- 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JAMES W. HOLECEK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126687/02 & 
104623/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 5 MA S,O' , O'BFUEN 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
HENRY J. HAYWARD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126037/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and wiQout costs, 

At to me ys for PI ain t i ff(s) & ibul&EY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

0003 

n (914) 345-7301 
le No,: 473.89231 

\ 

Hon. Sherry'KIzn Heitler F I L E D  ":'( 



__ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JOHN H. MCGINNIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126685/02 & 
103333/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/kh BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience E/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

0 
bpa 2 3  

GLEpKs omcE 
r,OU@.(.E?JJ .CORK 

1 %In'? 
bPQ 

'le No.: 473.89240 1 

\ LE $, 
I '  SO ORDERED, 



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

IN E: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J 

Index No: 107086/01 
1 19379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prem 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in 1 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named 

Premier Refractories, lnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc, fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fA 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with( 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refracto 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

10523 F 
APR 2 

SO ORDERED, NEY 
GOUN7Y c1 

APR 1 2 201' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MICHAEL PATRICK GILL 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 174/03 & 
12693 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

& CO-EY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
FRANK MONASTER0 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127406/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

ence f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89241 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
HERBERT SUSSMAN and LENOW SUSSMAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 105/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc,, hereby request summary judgment in 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Daniel $a&erberg, E%, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 

Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 ;p ] r i l e  No.: 1028.93280 

- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
EDWARD J. FERRARO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, I.) 
Index No: 126687/02 & 

104639/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Xnc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintifr s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience EIWa BMI, Inc, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89127 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
couNrY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
THOMAS FESHOH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104638/03 & 
126687/02 & 1 10744106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f#a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 
~~ 

Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, +- 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ELBERT M. FULGHAM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127408/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

nce f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89162 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

* /  . '? ':!]I2 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
HENRY J. HAYWARD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No; 126037/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDEED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
DANIEL HOWARD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126686/02 & 
1040 14/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 3 2912 

c o u ~ u  CLERKS OFFICE 
rc ' * *  .' - N G 9 H F  
TpR ' ' 

.- ./ 

SKY 1 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES To: NYCAL 
ROBERT LOUIS LINDARS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126935/02 & 
104 168/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

1' 

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

& COURTMCY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Q 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LEONARD MARKS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126937/02 & 
105605/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.89238 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

&PR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LAMAR CHANDLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12668 1/02 & 
103530/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE) defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, a.2 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
comn OF NEW YON 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES 

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

Index No: 126935/02 & 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES pro: 

1 04 1 84/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 80 
James M Skelly, sq. 
MARKS, 'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience €&/a BMI, Xnc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.3, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

le No.: 473.89123 
" .". 

3 
I 

SO ORDEED, /.) F I L E Q i  
i r  APR 2 3 2Q'2 



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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI , Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JOHN R. SALTZER, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107100/02 & 
124268/02 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, ~ . - & - .  -:> 

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

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

pp'R 1 R 2012 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 190286-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
X __1--"---1_-_-_"--_-__--1-1-1-----"--------------------------------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

4 

CYNTHIA K, MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME 
Individually and as 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

So Ordered: 



DONALD W. RIDDELL and SHIRLEY 
RIDDELL, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 113565-02 

-asahst- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ---__---__--__1--_--___I________________-------~------------"--- 

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

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 3 \ k L \ \ 
New YArk, New York 

Fa=&++ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

F ' Y L E D  Kir L en GATES Alford LLP Kneis, ES 
4 :  :a 

d i  

' E  
i 

APR 2 3 2012 ttorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



\ 

SUPREME'COtJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, slwa The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-J&/u/ 21 ,2012 

BY: 
batrick J. u&yey 
SMITH, STRATTON, 
BRENNAN, LLP FjHre D 1 
2 Research Way, I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' Princeton, NJ 08540 APR 2 3 2912 : .) 

(609)924-6000 'I 
Peter Tambini, E s q .  FtYtHmm-=rncE * 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED A g ?  1 2ulb' 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

DONALD W. RIDDELL and SHIRLEY 
RIDDELL, 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No. 127345-02 

-against- 

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

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

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: "+(.\\'*- 
New York, New York 

A 

/ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

New York, NY 10022- 
599 Lexington Avenue 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, l?c. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
[ Y  r:r.!!RKS O F m  
Nl W YORK 



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

This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT C. MCDONALD and ELISABETH 
MCDONALD, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S, Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 1 1 1778-04 
-against- - 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: &k 

=hL f l k  LJ Alford Kneis, Esq. 
JXENBERG, P.C. 

Afirneys for Defendpnt I 

599 Lexington Aven’ue U 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 APR 2 3  np 



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

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against- SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et aL1 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTRQLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross 
claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

F 

1 

R m  I E s q . V h  /+ 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PROD 
Individually and as Successor 
and Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 312 A?R 2 3  e 

l 



- against - 
Plain tiffs , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
S P I N  SARCO, INC., 

Defendants. 
__"1________1_"__1___-----"-------------------------------"-------"------ X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

. .  - 
Richar rn i te ,  Esq. x.tj 1, 7"J 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC. 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6060 

-_ 

F I L E D .  So Ordered: J.S.C. 

- 

APR 2 3 2012 



'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN Rl3 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT FOGLIETTA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190463/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

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

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

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

- p - k s '  alz6hL -2- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT WLATES TO: 

WAFIK TAWFIK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190327/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

D e :  31aA.Z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Construction Company 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 F I L E D 

APR 2 3 2012 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RF,LATES TO: 

HERMAN SKOLNICK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190122/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

I case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

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

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

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

"%! 3I2pP\(c 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  &- 
A 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. MALLOY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190145/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

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

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

E D  SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
lOUNTY OF NEW YOFW 

IN FU3 NEW YOFW CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT MAYCE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190117/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

D-kka! 4UhL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

-WATERS, McPHERSd’, M 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

[cNEILL, P.C. 

APR 2 3 ?012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105562/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOREy defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 3212, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor APR 2 "'' 

Weitz & 1,uxenberg 

New York, New York 10003 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 106692/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

judgment in the abovc-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 aid thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

so 
v 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC 
~ a r r y M c T i e r n a n & ~ o o r F  I L E D 1 
2 Rector Street, 14Lh Floor 3 

w-Heit ler  \ 



CI,HSb476/legal/nos~m/ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

PlaintiffIs 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Index No.: 190082/12 

NYCAI, 
X.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 F I L E D  

Belluck & Fox 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York I0036 

3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

' APR 2 3 2012 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
mwm, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEWBRUNNVICK. NJ 

SOLNH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, UJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT FLAHERTY AND MARJORIE FLAHERTY 

against 

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

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

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-126686 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

GLAND, LONGO, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert Flaherty and Marjorie Flaherty 

New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

n /- APR 2 3 2012 

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



KMASh477/legal/nosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s>, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190082/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC hereby request summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE, INC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2009 

New York, New York 10036 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 
New York. New 

..+ 

APR 2 3 2012 ::: 
SO ORDERED, 

1 4t" Floor 
t York 100e I L E D 



WQLAND,  LONGO 
MORAN. WNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4E0 
N E W B R W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, UJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GlOVANNl ROTOLO, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF LUISA 
ROTOLO AND GlOVANNl ROTOLO, AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SALVATORE ROTOLO 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-126682 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

IATED: '/'New York City 
1% 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Lttorneys for Defendant, 
[ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

1: WEITZ RICHMOND, & LUXENBERG, ESQ. P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Giovanni Rotolo, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Luisa Rotolo and Giovanni 
Rotolo, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of Salvatore Rotolo 

0 ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEVVBRlb%'vlCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. W 

This Document Relates to: 

MARCEL H. SCANLON AND MURIEL SCANLON 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-126686 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

ICHMOND, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Marcel H. Scanlon and Muriel Scanlon 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNN CLERKS oma 
NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 00-115014 

AURELIO TORRES, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

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

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

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

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

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

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
+I 3, ZSlC 

DAVID A. CHANDLER, E S Q . 1  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, M 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Jtorneys for Defendant, Aurelio Torres 
;ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 
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HOBOLAND, LONG0 
MOWN, DUNST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEWHRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTC 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

40 PATERSON ST 

9 -  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DAN A. DEVICO AND SUE DEVICO 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-126687 

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. 
\ 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Dan A. DeVico and Sue DeVico 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

F t L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
rOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 787310 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 couNn CLERK'S OFFICI 

NEW YORK 
\% q$+ 

SO ORDERED: 

PLJ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROGER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(RON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO,: 102314/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE?, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the ab :-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_II 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM C. MARTIN, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, In 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 10361 1/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

~ t t ~ m e y s p ~ e y ,  Inc. 1 E D 
233 Broad 
New York, New York 10279 /&pR 2 3 1012 (2 12) 227-7878 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO, 
Plaintiff($), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106463101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

w.. 
3 b h . r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ROMANO, Individually and as 
Executrix far the Estate of GIN0 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115836lOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DE Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND SABO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190318/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 
-4 +!249 I12 e&.+-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
er Construction Company 

233 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

MURRAY BLONDER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

INDEX NO.: 190370/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Construction Company 

233 Broad- 
New York, New Y ~112k E D . ! 
(212) 227-7878 5 

- *4q APR 2 3 2012 

Hon. S h e w  K 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD SADOWSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190215/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-5500 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FLELATES TO: 

ENEA CARTELLI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS 
CORPORATION, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190309/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary Jdgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

claims against 

with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
J' 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH PETER MCCORT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

VS. 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190286/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

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

WATERS, M p ,  McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for r Construction Company 
233 Broadwav 

F ~ \ ~  L E D I, 
New York, NLw Yor 
(2 12) 227-7878 i 

Hon. Sherry Klein H e w  - hDc) 1 3 "" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

w 

IN FU?, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT D. BISHOP, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125268/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, Ne; Yor 
(2 12) 227-78$8 PT9L E z)' 

r t  
> 

(212) 558-5500 

4% 2 3 2812 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD MARSHBURN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190142/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

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

D&. 3 \ ’ z c a l e  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

a 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: % 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEVE FREDRICKSON, 
Plsintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190443/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 
DW*. 3iGlIZ 

m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant G00nPKH CC)R!WRATIQN, s,Wa The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

and as Successor in Interest to Goodrich - Gulf Chemical, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION7 s M a  B.F. GOODRIC H 

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

OWERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

March 30 ,2012 

BY: v l4 ,  
K&FOX,LLP Avenue, 4'h Floor') ( 7 1 

New York, NY 10036 BRENNAN,LLP 

2 3 ?012 
(21 2)681-1575 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

James C. Long, Jr., E s q .  

Princeton, NJ 08540 
(609)924-6000 C W N r y c L E .  , 
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORIXi&&@°FFK2 

APR 1 'fs, 2012 SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL -_I__-------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - l - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190444/10 
THOMAS STRINGER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

BURNHAM, LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in t h e  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, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  NEW YORK 

THOMAS STRINGER Burnham LLC 2 3 2012 
Brooklyn, New YorkCablCdEWlCLERKS  OF,-,^^ 

Our File No.: 11084-1 

II ..... . I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I  

This Document Relates to: 

HERMAN SKOLNICK 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No. : 
190122/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

BURNHAM, LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  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: Brooklyn, New York 
I 2012 

a 
APR 2 3 20'2 

CHARLES FERGUSON, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys fo r  Plaintiff 
HERMAN SKOLNICK Burnham LLC 4 

700  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Stbeet CLERK'S OFHC 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys f o r  qefendant 

, New York ~@@18lisiY 
NEW YORK 

NO.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: , I ; : ll)"ii 

1 1  ? * ' H 



2 

; q p ; r x  9 
1 'r 'Y"''Erj I" *. v u C-l. c L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL __- - -_ -_ - - - - -__ - - - -__________________  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -__I______________ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD SADLOWSKI 

Index No. : 
190115/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

BURNHAM, LLC 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section S3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook1 n, New York nL+, 2012 

CHARLES FE SON, Esq. E D  I Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
RICHARD SADLOWSKI Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street CLERKS OFFICJE 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

APR 2 3 2Q12 
\ , Brooklyn, New York c!%&?L NEw yORK 

SO ORDERED: 
H 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN E. CISLER 

(Heitler, J.) 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190044- 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that John 

E. Cisler was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix 

Corporation (('Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
Mac* 2;7 , 2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

W 340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f/Wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 

-- 

SO ORDERED 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

WeiQ\& Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaint@ APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1 %  
Prn ?. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1 %  
Prn ?. 
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ORIGINAL 

MURRAY N. WALKER, SR & BARBARA WALKER 

NYCAL 

(J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 1 - 190433 

SECOND NOTICE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product iclzntification discovery that 

Murray N. Walker, Sr. was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by 

Honeywell International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The 

Bendix Corporation (c'Honeywell''). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 101 73 

Attorneys for Honeywell Jnternalional Inc. 
f /wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 

SO ORDERED 

Early & Straws, L.L.C. 

F I L  E D  
Attorneys for Plain(@ APR 2 3 2012 



536.13297/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

CHARLES J. MAHFOUD, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: Index No.: 120904/02 
113279/02 

: (January 2012 Monthly 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOT1 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

FIFO Trial 

N 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hercby 

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. 

my 2 3 2m'E 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, 
P.O. Box 438 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15228/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: 

YICHAEL W. RICKARD, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. : 101768/03 
124489/02 

vs . 
(January 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Uni-ed Conveyor Corporation, herebl 

:equests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i - t h  

lrejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

a s t  
ATED : 

GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFATJO ‘a * 
RANK M. O#T?Z, ESQ. 
EITZ & LUXENBERG 
Rttorneys f o r  Plaintiff k ,  & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Yew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

, Suite 350 

50 ORDERED, 



536.15225/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOSEPH SYRACUSE, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 2 4 4 4 4 / 0 2  
127679 /02  

Plaintiff, 
: (January 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

F I L E [  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

DATED : 
East 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. . <\ ' 

. * ~ >  *> GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN > t  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 

)? *O.  7 7  Bzlx 4 3 8  
-noyer, New Zergey 07936 

Ah --. 



536.15069/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) - 

This document relates to: 

NICHOLAS C. LATZER, Deceased, : Index No.: 125211/02 

Plaintiff, : (January 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Group) 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

Trial 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, ..ereby 

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

7ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

xossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

, .  

~ " \  I \  

PRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. - 
JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
' 0 0  Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, 

10 ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS a-r. 
M;FN Y m  



536.15227/AJM 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

;ame are hereby dismissed wi.th prejudice m r 3  withdut 

IATED : 
:ast 

APR 2 3 2u12 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

'RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *.t 
EITZ & LUXENBERG 1 'L,, 

9% 

RALPH F. LUISI, Deceased, : Index No.: 103178/03 
124445 /02  

Plaintiff, 

,ttor--*-- c--- -1  - ' ' ' - -  >..J 

00 B 
ew Y-,,,, A Y L W  L U L L  l V V U 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

*- - - 

vs . 

. p , - ,  

'RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *.t 
EITZ & LUXENBERG 

00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, ew York, New York 10003 

-k+$, 
J 

ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
Avenue, Suite 350 

ey 07936 

/- 3 ORDERED, 

: 
: Group) 

(January 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE:, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

hequests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

'ivil Practice Law 

omp 1 a int against 

and Rules 

defendant, 

Section 

United 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Conveyor Corporation, wi tl. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims anc 

3 ORDERED, 



536.13297/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 113279/02 
120902/02 

(January 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 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

L E 
APR 2 3 2012 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO ki 8 rJEITZ & LUXENBERG %> '8 

Zttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
\Tew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Aven 
P . O .  Box 438 

SO ORDERED, 

M 



P1 aint i ff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'TER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 113565/02 & 
127345102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

judgment in the above-cntitled 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, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
R-BROOKS, INC. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore F I L E D 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor , 

New York, New York 10006 

Weitz 700 Broadway & Luxenberg /6/12 
New York, New York 10003 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlr -. .. 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107095/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 I* L E D 
-1 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

APR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED: - 
Hon. 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATE$ TO: 

MARILYN E. WILLIAMS, MICHAEL 
E. WILLIAMS, and JOHN P. HUNT, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH 
J. TURNER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107335/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10279 ApR 2 3  ;?Q'I 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190270/11 

NO O P P O S I T I O N  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., b 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Thomas  A. Tranfaglia 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
G o u l d s  Pumps Inc.  

Floor 177 Montague Street 6 t h  700 Broadway, 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Y o r ~ l ~ ~  E 1: 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL C O m T I E S  WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ - - - _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _-__I- - - - - -____-- - - - - -_- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Eddie Sims, 

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

Index No.: 190257/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby reques' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 

Practice Law and Rules Section g3212, dismissing plaintiff: 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc * ,  with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c la i r  

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., I: 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

qttorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Fddie S i m s  Goulds Pumps Tnc, 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
qew York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York l ~ W ' f 0 ~  

Attorneys fork Dgf endapR 2 3 2012 

177 Montague S t r ~ N ~ C L E R K ' S O f - ' l  

(718) 855-9000 c_. 

754-11844 

<O Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE ST 
, * 1  I r 1 

A (  

_ " *  *I>? A.Wd b Y t* 4 *- rn " L, F NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL -X __-___I--__---_--  - - - _ - - - _ - - - _ _ - - l - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

-X _--__--__I--__---_--  - - - - - - - _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ -  
This Document Relates to: 
George L. Santiago, 

Index No.: 190445/11 

TE 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al,, 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requeE 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Cix 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiff 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudic 

2nd there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ind cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. , 

l ismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Iated: Brooklyn, New York 

Rag!& Bandlamudi , E s a .  Teitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP I 
Lttorneys for Plaintiffs 
:eorge L. S a n t i a g o  
00 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
'ew York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Goulds Pumps Inc. 
177 Montague Stree t  

0 Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__________________I____lll______l____l 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Milton E. Jacobs, 

NYCAL X 

X 
Index No.: 127310/02 

Plaintiff , 

- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

Jpposi t ion there t 0 ,  

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

ind cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterin' 

:o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

bated: w York 

-- 

Man Alvarado, Esq. st--- - ~ -  
eitz & Luxenberg, P.C. C u l  l p n  and  n x T L - m - 7  

ttorneys for Plaintiff 
.. - . - L 

A - - -  -- 
i l t o n  E .  Jacobs 

2w York, New York 10003 

M a r i o  & DiBono , P l a s t p - l @ g c  

177 Montague Street 30 Broadway, 6th Floor - APR 2 3  201; 
rooklyn, New York 11201 

S o  Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Index No.: 113938/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering Co. Inc. 

above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 1 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being ni 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Def 
S a l v a t o r e  J. V a s t a  and 
V a s t a  Inc. 
700 Broadway, gCh Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

177 Montague Stree&% 2 3  
Brooklyn, New w&Nw11201 
18) 855-9000 
r File No.: l0924-?fw&l& 

bQR 3 $2Ol2 S o  Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - - - - - - - _ _ I _ - - - . . - - - - 1 _ _ _ _ _  ------------x 
IN RE: NEW Y'ORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X -____I----_ 

This Document H.elates to: Index No.: 190446/11 
Sophie Ann Kenny, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Wate:? Produ:-ts C,o., et al. , MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
-X - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - l . _ _ _ _ - - - . - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defen'ant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby reques 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant  to Civ 

Practice Law and Rult?s Section §3212, dismissing plaintiff, 

Complaint agaj-nst defmdan t  Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudict 

and there beinq no oppvsition thereto, 

ORDERED, ':.hat upotl notice to all co-defendants, a l l  clair 

and cross cl.~iims a y c i i n s t  defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  I: 

dismissed witk prejudic:? and without costs. 

RagKu Bandlamudi , Esa. 
weit<$ Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f f : :  
Sophi e Ann Kenny 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 

Cuilen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Goul ds Pumps Inc. 

G . S W ~ / ~ P L S  Z 5 q  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 

TY CLERK'S OFFIC 
NEW YORK F.?3 ' 



. -, 
*m " p. " 

I .  ' r,;/+J:'r'vA-"u 
(,*? ~ ~ -,& -dkk " u -*' - SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
NYCAL -X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ y  

This Document Relates to: 
Walter F. Wiebe, 

md cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., k 

lismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

lated: Brooklyn, New York 

Raghu Bandlarnudi, E s q .  
Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

177 Montague Street 

eitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
ttorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
alter F. Wiebe Goulds Pumps Inc. 
,00 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

8) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 

L l  

Index No.: 190407/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requesi 

summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ: 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiff: 

?omplaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. , with prejudice 

ind there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all C1aj-n 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
LL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
- X  _I__--_________---I----_-----------_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X l---__l___-------_--l_______________ 

his Document Relates to: 

ARJORIE BERKOWITZ 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No. : 
190065/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

URNHAM, LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

2w and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

gainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

3 opposition thereto, 

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

ad cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

ith prejudice and without costs. 

3ted: Brook1 n, New York p& , 2 0 1 2  

CHARLES F SON, Esq. E 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen andDykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant APR 2 3  2012 
MARJORIE BER KO WI TZ Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 
212-558-5500 

;O ORDERED: 



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 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190157/1: 
JOHN J. BARRETT, 

Plaintiff ( s )  
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMaRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ l - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC 

hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBON( 

PLASTERING CO., INC, w i t h  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 co ts. n 
Dated : 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ( s )  
JOHN J. BARRETT IBONO PLASTERING CO., 
700 Broadway INC 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Stree 

Brooklyn, New York 

Our File No.:10924-64 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

S o  Ordered 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ____________- -___- -_ l_______________ l  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

rhis Document Relates to: 

Esq. 
deitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
ISRAEL SASONI 

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 
700 Broadway, 6rh Floor 177 Montague Street 2 3 2012 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED: 
H 

ISRAEL SASONI 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No. : 
190327/10 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

3URNHAM, LLC 

Defendants. 
-X ____-_____- - -___ - - - - l __________ l_____  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

~udgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

,aw and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

lgainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

LO opposition thereto, 

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

nd crass claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

rith prejudice and without costs. 

ated: Brooklyn, New York 

E 
seph M 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defebdan 

, >  

Burnham LLC 

II I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT POLOTAYE 

NYCAL -X __l-____-___-- - l_-______I____________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X _ - - - _ - - - - -  _ _ - - _ _ - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Index No. : 
190028/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

3uRNHAM, LLC 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

,aw and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

igainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

io opposition thereto, 

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

.nd cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

rith prejudice and without costs. 

E Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
qttorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
!Jew York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  

2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0  NEW YORK 

3 ORDERED: 
H 

ROBERT POLOTAYE Burnham LLC APR 2 : :.;:a 
Brooklyn, New York BQDBIY CLERK'S OFF/ 



---- 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
,LL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- _ - - _ - - _ - - _ - - - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - -  
N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

-X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  __-__-__I__-__--_ 

his Document Relates to: 

LBERT MAYCE 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index N o .  : 
190117/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

JRNHAM, LLC 

Defendants. 
-X _ - - _  ---------1- - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

IW and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

lainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

1 opposition thereto, 

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

d cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

th prejudice and without costs. 

ted: Brooklyn, New York 
/----5-- _.. \Y ' 0 , 2 0 1 2  

E s q .  
itz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Zlttorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
4LBERT MAYCE 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
\Jew York, New York 10003 

APR 2 3 2Ol2 Burnham LLC 
Attorneys for Deferidant 

Brooklyn, New York G f % @ ! l N E W y ~ ~  
177 Montague Street TY CLERKS OFFICE 

212-558-5500  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  . ,.c' 

SO ORDERED: 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
LL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

h i s  Document Relates to: 

EORGE HISCHE 

Plaintiff, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index N o .  : 
1 0  8 6 8 0 / 0 6 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

URNHAM , LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

l a w  and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

gainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

.o opposition thereto, 

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

nd cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

,ith prejudice and without costs. 

Burnham LLC 

CHARLES FERG- Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
GEORGE HISCHE 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 1000 

2 3 2012 177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  1 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  COUNTY CLERKIS OFF, 
. :  11084-1 NEWYORK 

n 1 3 m  
0 ORDERED: 

H I? -- 
" " 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates t o :  

PETER P. HONAN 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No, : 
1 0 7 9 7 0 / 9 9  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

BURNHAM, LLC 

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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

CHARLES FERGUSON, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LL 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York CDUNXlY CLERKS OF 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 
PETER HONAN Burnham LLC APi; 2 3 2012 

: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

H 
kP9 1 3 2012 

'E 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
LL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

his Document Relates to: 

ARL ERIKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No. : 
190123/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

URNHAM, LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

aw and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

gainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

o opposition thereto, 

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

nd cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

ith prejudice and without costs. 

ated: Brooklyn, New York 

ZHARLES F Esq. 
jJeitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

912 EARL ERIKSON Burnham LLC Ai (< i 5 i 
qttorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 

177 Montague Street 
3 (.[ #S OF- Gbm N& Y O M  212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

11084-1 
0 ORDERED: 

H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL -------I----------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: Index No. : 

J O H N  J .  BARRETT 
190157/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

BURNHAM, LLC 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  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 

w i t h  prejudice and without costs. 

n, New York 
, 2012 

J 

CHARLES -, FER Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
JOHN J. BARRETT Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
N e w  York, N e w  York 10003 ew York 11201 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  000  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I I  

APR 2 3 2012 

le No.: 11084-1 
... . I SO ORDERED: 

"' I 



* 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 190086-12 

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

BELL & GOSSETT CO., et al., 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant WEINMAN, an unincorporated trade name of Crane Pumps 

& Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Weinman Pump & Supply Company) hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant WEINMAN with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

------- * Erik Jacobs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXE 
Attorneys for 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

WEINMAN, an unincorporated trade 
name of Crane Pumps p g e &  D I 
599 Lexington Avenue 

ApR 2 3  ZQQ * 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(2 12) 536-3900 



LUlGI GARRITANO and CESIRA GARRTTANO, : 
: NYCAL 

PI aint iff( s), : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 190089-1 1 

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

Defendants. 

X -----_______------_-__I_________________--------------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., on behalf of named defendants Crane Co. and Jenkins 

Valves, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against named defendants Crane Co. and 

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

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

defendants Crane Co. and Jenkins Valves, lnc. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: &pLu - 7 ,  ) G I (  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

Atlo eys for Defgndant 

CR 599 f Lexington NECO. d e n u e  F I L E D  
APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

New York, NY bO2i-6030 
(212) 536-3900 f 



SUPREME COURT OF 'I'l II1 S ' l . A l l ~  01' NEW YORK 
COUNTY 01; NEW Y O I W  

(I-Ion, Sherry Klein Heitler) Plai 11 t i  ('f( s 1, 
: I I I ~ C X  NO: 1 OO822-O2 

-agninsl- 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMS'I'ICON(.j 
C'ONTRAC'I'ING ANT) SUPPI.,Y), ct ai., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Wl-~ERI? , l~OI~ l~7  def'cndant CRANE CO. hereby reqiiests summary judgment in the 

above-cntitlccl cases, pursuaiit to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 32 12, dismissing 

p 1 ai 11 t i  fl's ' co 111 p I a i n t nga i n s t cl c fc 11 clan t C I <  AN I-! C 0. with prcj ucl i ce, and there being no 

0131)12RED, that ~ i p o n  notice lo all  co-ciel'endants, a l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant C'KAN E CO. bc, atid the smic  w e  hcreby, dismissed with prcjiidicc ancl witliout costs 

T R  . 

Nid&M. Kozin, Esq. I 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defcndant 

7 0 0 B1.o a d \va y 
New York, NY 
(2 12) 558-5500 

1 
CIIANI-: CO. 

0003 599 1,cxington Avcniic I L E D 
NY 10622-603 i 

I APR 2 3 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SlJPRllME COURT OF THIi STA TG OF NEW YORK 
C:OUNTY 01- NtiW YORK 

NYCAL MARGARI-:‘r HICKEY, Individually, :und as 
Exccutrix for tlic Estate of I-lERUEI<‘l’ 1’. IIICKEY, : 

’ (Ilon. Sherry Klein Hcitler) 

: Index No: 100788-02 

Part 3o 

I’lainti I?’(s), 

-agu i n s t- 

A.C. ANI1 S.. INC. (AliMS’TRONCj 
CON‘IXAC’I’ING AND SI JI)PLY), cl al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WIIEREFORK, delknd~nt  (’RANG CO. hereby rcquests sumrnnry judgment in the 

above-ctititled ctises, piirsunnt to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

p1:i i 17 ti fjs ’ cn nip 1 ai n t aga i 11s t de f ‘e n d iiii t C I< AN F, CO. with prejudice, and there bc i n g 110 

opposition tliercto, 

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

dcfeiidant CRANE CO. bc, and the siiiiie arc hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ 8r. LUXENBERG, P.C. 
At tomc y s 1’0 I- 1’1 tiin ti ff( s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Yorli. NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

K&I, GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDEIIED, -- 
Hall. s 



RICHARD WALIGOVSKA and LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

: NYCAL 

* (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 103278-99 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 2/,zo/z, 
Y 

fihan Alvarado. Esa. Ni&M. Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

4 SO ORDERED, 

2 3 2012 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and c ross  claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., b 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for DefenaHt% 3 2012 - 
Haley N. Mason 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York,  New York 10003 

Goulds Pumps Inc.  
177 Montague StrfihQQNTY 
Brooklyn, New York 1?@?4'ORK 

CLERK'S OF 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 6754-11840 

So Ordered: 



EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

SUP 
ALL 

This Document Relates t.3: 
Neal P. I z z o ,  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Produ: : ts  Co., et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Par t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190428/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

[nc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defsndant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no oppos i t i on  thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, a11 claitr 

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  k 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, ‘\Jew York 

LA f r- m 
Raghu yandlamudi, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys for Plair,t ~ f f s  Attorneys for Defendant 
Neal P. Izzo Goul ds Pumps Inc 
700 Broadway, 6th F1wr 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York :“vO3 #q L E  D z4pR1 $037 3012 

So Ordered: -. 

HOT!. 



This U o c ~ m l e n t  Relates to: 
Wendel I Corwin Sr. , 

PI air] t i f f s I 
- against  - 

N'rT CA L 
1.A.S. P 3 r t  30 
(Zud2e Heitler)  

Index No. : 190447/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - "--- 

and there be;t.ng no oppos i t i on  t h e r e t o ,  

. u c 3  CTC:SS c l a i m s  against defendant- Gcuids Purrips I n c ,  I K 

~ COUNTY CLERKS OFF 



Plaintiffts), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190167-1 3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: B\':\ \\\ , 2 0 u  
/-?h 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq.' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Ameri 
7' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 \ 

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: 
POPI PAPOULIAS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMMANUEL PAPOULIAS, and POPI PAPOULIAS, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

X l l _ _ - - - _ _ _ - - - - _ ” _ - - - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ c I  

X _ _ “ _ I _ _ _ - c I _ _ _ - - - - c _ _ - - - c I - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

Index No.: 190316-10 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY” and “ITT CORPORATION,” 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ((‘Defendant”), hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defend 
700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of @e AmericpR 2 3 2012 
New York, NY 10003 7’ Floor 
(212) 558-5500 6UNTiEw yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 

,-LERKS OFFICE 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190157-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFOR.E, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY" and "ITT CORPO€L4TION," 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 7 Floor 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
th 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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: 
DAVID B. DURK and ARLENE DURK, 

X - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ” - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

X - _ _ - 1 _ _ 1 _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 1 _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190432-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

\\ ,20 \a 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7’ Floor 
NewYork,NY . W L E D  i ’ 1  -(Xi) 548-2100 

i t  

,y I jQR 2 3 2012 
I 

C ~ T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



BERNARD BROWNE AND LOUIiDES BROWNE, 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiqs), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I ORDER 
ALFA LAVAL, NC.; et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, BJC., 
sued herein as "TTT Corporation (Individually and as successor to ITT Fluid Products 

Cop,  ITT Hoffman, I l T  Bell & Gossett Company, ITT Grinnell Cop,  and Kennedy 

Valve" and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
SUCC~SSO~S in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendantyy), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CiViI Practice Law and Rules 
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

against Defendant, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Signed by Defendant: February 7,2012 

ORDERIED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Signed by PlaintiE q ZT,ZO/'I, 

&ark Bibra, Esq. / 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 1345 Avenue of the Americas 1 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20' Fl, 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 0 ~JIJNTY CLERKS OFFICE. 

SO ORDEFED, 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
AttomeysforDefendq I L E D 
7 Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

APR 2 3 2012 
th 

NEW YORK 



Plhtiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index NO.: 190308-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, sued herein 
as "WEYERHAEUSER CO.", and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries 
and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns 

("Defendant'*), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
ORDEFUD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: October 20,201 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: & ,  - I  3 9 2 o l l  

Derell Wilson, Esq, 
EARLY & Smuss,  LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20' F1, 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

MCOUREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10105 2 

7' Floor Flv;L E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
DAVID SON, 

X _--__-___"_____________l_________l______---~------------"-------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 

: Index No.: 127888-02 
Plaintiff( s), 

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

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

Defendants+ 

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: "\ \ 4 \ \ L 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBER%)P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avefiue 
New York, NY 1 Ow2-603 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
DAVIDSON, 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 102362-03 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 4 L a \ \ &  
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New Yorkr NY 1002216030 APR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

0 

APR 1 f$ 1"' 

Kneis, Esq. 

for Defendant 
NE CO. 

599 Lexington Avenue' F 



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. 

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

599 Lexington Ave 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

CAROL GREY, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No(s).: 190086-12 

BELL & GOSSETT CO,, et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
At J rneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington &venue 

k,NJ 
(212) 536-39 

Hon. Sherry lei itler 

hPR 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
EARL ERIKSON and ELIZABETH ERIKSON, 

X I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I c - _ _ _ _ _ I c _ - - - - - - - I c - - - - - - - l  

X _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c - _ _ _ _ _ ” - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l  

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190123-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

NC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” and its past and present parents, 

affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 

heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

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

complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: bll\ \\ 920 \l 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

7’ Floor 
New York, NY 10 1 

700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of 

-2100 

\-J-PKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, COUN7$~ YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
STEPHEN A. MARTIN and BRIGID MARTIN, 

X I.A.S. Part 30 - - _ . - - “ 1 - - - - 1 - - - 1 _ - - - ” 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190160-11 

NO OPPOSITION 

X 1 _ _ - _ _ _ - _ 1 _ - - - 1 - - - - - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ C _ _ _ _ _  

Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
AUROR4 PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant. 
” “ “ - “ “ ’ - - - - ’ - - I - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - ” I x  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC,, sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY” and “ITT CORPORATION,” 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintifi R ~ f i  ? I  \ \  ,20 \a_ 

CharlS erg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

e 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

$ Dtd: d--+= 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
- - - " - - - - - - - - " " - - - - - " " - - - - - - " - - - - " " " x  LAOS, Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ALBERT MAYCE and MARIANNE MAYCE, 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 1901 17-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 

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

Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

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

Defendant. 
- - - - - - - - - " l - - - - " c c - - - " - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - x  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY" and "ITT CORPORATION," 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff ,20 \a 

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

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
jh Floor 
New York, NVi 10 105 

"% 

F I L E D  
APR 2 3 %I2 548-2100 

COUNTY CLkRK'S OFFICE 

hpR 1 9  #iYyoRK 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
_ 1 1 _ - - _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _  X 1.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
DOUGLAS MCLAUGHLIN and SANDRA SUE, 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190449-10 

NO OPPOSITION 

X _ " _ c - - _ _ _ _ I I - _ _ _ - _ _ I _ c - - - - - - - - l - l - - " ~ - - - - - -  

Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendant. 
" " _ _ _ _ " " c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ - - - - I - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION flWa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 
Signed by Plaintiff: 

..._ 

MCGU~REWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

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

7th Floor 
New York, NY 1 F I L E D  400 

SO ORDERED, APR 2 3 2012 

C O W  [ Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190451-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

NC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY" and "ITT CORPORATION," 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and . 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (('Defendant''), hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: hoc 1 \ \  ,20 la 
A 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esi. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7 Floor 
th 

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

4 
I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, APR 2 3 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190327-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT COWORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY” and “ITT CORPORATION,” 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: rA \ \  ,20 \I 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq: 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

riasL E P , 
1345 Avenue of the 
7’ Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

J 2 u j w m l O O  APR 2 3 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No. 190313-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Weyerhaeuser Company, sued herein as 

“Weyerhaeuser Co.,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: by;\ \ \  ,2012 
-3 

- -  
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

KS’&’L E D 1345 Avenue of Ame 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 548-2 100 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

bpR 1 m 1 2  

& Ula. /. 
SO ORDERED, Honorable m Sherry Klein Heitler 

EM094490 1 

SKH- HGVQ 



A 

This Document Relates to: 
HAROLD J. BRENNAN and DOMENICA BRENNAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No. 190256-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Weyerhaeuser Company, sued herein as 

“Weyerhaeuser Co.,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), 

hereby request Summary  Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 26,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: y; u \ ,2012 

e;: J% 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
e;: J% 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG: PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIRE WOODS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of Americas 7* Fl. 
New York, New FkPik E D 1 (212) 548-2100 

APR 2 3 2Q12 
COUN i Y CLERK’S OFFICE 

h 

SO ORDERED, 

U7920952.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
AIIL COIJNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL - . . _ _  _ _ -  - _ -  - - -  - - -  - - _ _  - - _ _ . . - _ - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK CLTY 1.A-S. P a r t  30  

_ _ - _ _ _  _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l - _ _ - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
T h i s  1:)oc:ument Relates Lo: 
WItLlAM c'. HC3'1'ZELT and EMILY C .  Index No. :190361/10 
HOTZELT , 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

agains t  

A .  W . CIIES'['ERTON CO . , et a1 . , 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hawden North America, I n c . ,  former1 

known and referred hereinafter as Howden Buffalo, Inc. ("Howden" 1 

and as misidentified i n  Plaintiffs' Complaint as Howden Bu€falc 

fnc. her-cby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

p u r s u a n t  Lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissin 

p7aintiffs' Complaint against Howden, with prejudice, and t h e r  

being no opposition thereto, 

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

~ L ' O S S  clairrrs against defendant Howden, be dismissed with prejudic  

and wi t h a u t  costs e n 

IJevy P h i l 1  i p s  & Koniysberg, 
LL P d Dykman LLP 
At , to r r i eys  for Plaintiffs for Defendant 
William C. Hotzelt: and Emily rth Ameri ea, Inc . 
c, Hotzelt 
800 Third Avenue, lliti Floor Brooklyn, New Y o r k  L120L 
New York, NY 10022 

SO Owdered: 



WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint 

against GOULDS PUMPS, 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 GOULDS 

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

A Dated: New York, New York 

00203041 .WPD 



WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against GOULDS PUMPS, 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 GOULDS 

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

n Dated: New York, New York 

800 Third Avenue, 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Defendant 

00203041.WPD 



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

Index No. 190262/20 10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint 

against GOULDS PUMPS, NC., 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 GOULDS 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Defendant E 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff D 

00203041 .WPD 



This document relates to: 

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

Index No. 190 168/20 10 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEFkEAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint 

against GOULDS PUMPS, 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 GOULDS 

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

800 Third Avynue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel far Plaintiff 

Dated: New York, New York 

41r ,2012 

SO ORDERED, 

c o u ~  ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

0020304 I .  WPD 



EVELYN C. MOLLOY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X ________________________________________-------------------------------- 

WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against GOULDS PUMPS, 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 GOULDS 

PUMPS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

Dated: New York, New York 

k / P  ,2012 
7 

800 Third Aven 
New York, NY 10022 Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Defendant 

0020304 1. WPD 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__________I__________l___________l___ - X  
This Document Relates to: 
Claudia Sanchez, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 190312/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_-- - -__-__-__-____l___________l____l_ -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all clairr 

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., k 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyg, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
C l a u d i a  Sanchez 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
N e w  York, New 

Cullen and Dykman 
Attorneys for Def 
Goulds Pumps Inc. 
177 Montague Street APR 2 3  ZOE2 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME CC JRT OF TI E STATE OF JEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
l_________-l_________ll__________l___ -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Joseph Milazzo Jr., 

Plaintiffs, 
- aga ins t  - 

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

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

Index No.: 190311/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant  to Civi 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  b 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Joseph M i l a z z o  Jx-. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New 

So Ordered: 

York 10003 

Rgghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman L 
Attorneys f o r  De 
G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
177 Montague Street 1 



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

A -  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH 

Index No. 102115/07 
107299/00 
125768199 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diescl, 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. 

.~ MALABY Rosario Chetta, & BRADLEY, Esq. LLC 

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

Robert L. Muydich 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  1 

APR 2 3 2012 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



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

! X 

I X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 126935102 
104174103 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

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

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL 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 Kules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and thc same are hereby dismissed with pre.judice and without 

costs. 

Dated: F,$ York 
,2012 n 

/F&) 
Phan Alvaradb, Esq. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys, fbr Plaint(ff 

MALABY & B ~ A D L E Y ,  LLC 
Attorneys.fbr Dcfendmt 

Michael Putrick tiill 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 E 1 E 0 
New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, lnc. 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 I (212)791-0285 t ' 



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

1 _  

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

_ _  
GEORGE K, HAUSER and MARCELLA HAUSER, 

Plaintiff, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., including 
MORSE DIESEL, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190052/09 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
George K. Hauser and Marcella Hauser 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212)791-0285 :9 L APR 2 3 2012 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc., 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New Y rk 10 

% 

r r  

so c ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

._ 

JOSEPH P. WOODS and CAROLYN WOODS, 

Plaintiff, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., including 
MORSE DIESEL, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190005/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

New York, New York C", .?c ,2012 g7>// 
Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff(s) 
Joseph P, Woods and Carolyn Woods 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite I L E D 
New York, New York 10003 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc., 

New York, New York 10038 
APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIm 
NEW YORK 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

.- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

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

CHARLES ZUKAITIS, 

Plaintiff, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, CO., et al., including 
MORSE-DIESEL, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190068/09 

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: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles Zukuitis Morse Diesel, Inc., 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suit 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

.. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGA?‘ION 
.I 

JOHN DELLARATA and MADELENA DGLLARATA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al., 
including THE MONTALVO COKPOKATION, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190248/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ‘X‘hc Montalvo Corporation (hereinafter “Mon talvo”) hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Montalvo with pre-judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
MALARY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway, 6”’ Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintiffs 
John Dellarata, 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 



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

EDWlN PACHECO and RAMONA PACHECO, Index No.: 190393/2010 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS; et al. 

Defendants. 

MO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants, THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL dhlila MSMC 

RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE and MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE, hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR $3212 and New York 

State Workers' Compensation Law $1 1 , dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants, 

THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL slh/i/a MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE and MSMC 

RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE, with prejudice, and there being no opposition hereto; it is 

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

defendants, THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL s/h/i/a MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE 

and MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE, are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I HOSPITAL slhlila 
New York, New York 10036 YSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE 
(212) 681-1575 and MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTA 

355 Lexington Avenu 
hlwulyork, New York 

', (21 2) 8W-060&. 
SO ORDERED: '''I . ! APR 2 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____ ._ ~~ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAI, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
"I 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 113932/02 
10658 1 /02 

GUY MARKS and PAULETTE MARKS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 
Dated: 

3 atthe ark, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluint@(s) 
Guy Marks and Paulette Mcrrks 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ynrk 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
A ttorneys-for Dgfinhnt  
Morse Diesel, /ne. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 0 0 3 F  I L E 
(212)791-0285 I 



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

1- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK J. STlLA 

Index No. 103869/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 111 the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

A4 
Dated: 

Matthew E. Endlich, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
Attorneys for PluintjJf Attorneys-for Defendunt i 

4 

Frunk J, Stilu 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suit 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 AFR 2 3 2b12 

C ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW VOW 

SO ORDERED, 

pvgu #* - 



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

ASBESTOS 1,I'J'IGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY AND BERNICE A. 
HICKEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

Index No.: 125965/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r ,N qr,, ;",E; 

Attorney for Defhdant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

( 

1 
I 
t 

i 
" I  

' APK 2 3 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



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

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

j Index No.: 125965/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFEKS TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY AND BERNICE A. 
HICKEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION ANI) ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

costs. 

, 2012 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Y.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 APR 1 3  2312 

2U82-11242 



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

Index No. 02-108157 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yoxk, NY 
'5 7 w;2012 / "  

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain PlazbNo cL€Bgs OFFGE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5%? NEW yo*K 

SO ORDERED, 

13468377.2 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO 

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

Index No. 02- 108 136 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq LED i 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, APR 

Key Towers at Fountain PB!z@ 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

4202 
0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 20'2 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

I'( CLERK'S om= 
NEW Y o W  

SO ORDERED, 

13468377.2 



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

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN ROSH 

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

Index No. 02- 102 168 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

, '. J ,, I.?- 
'. ' 

Dated: New Y p k  NY 
q * y 2 0 1 2  ,. R 4 

By: 
Samuel GolBlatt, Esq, 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq 
NIXON PEABODY LL E 

* I  

0d-n , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, S u i t e w  N ~ w  YORK 

APR 2 3  2''z Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain PlazbTy GL~p,W OWCE 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

SO ORDERED, 

13468377.2 



SUPREME OURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY 0 F NEW YORK 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 1 
Y 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fowiain 

(-iAJ w-sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6'h F1. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

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



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

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 

By: y/ 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es . 
NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

13642913.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 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: Ne York NY 
3T@? ,2012 

BY T- 
- 1  
%m fl/dfiF&, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 1 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Cgrnpa 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13833735.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 3- 34-47 ,2012 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Corn 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fount 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Su 

Buffalo, NY 14202 -' APR 2 3 1012 
(7 16,)353-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 

13833735.1 



13833735.1 

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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

I By: 

pl*bu%\ C W J h  3 Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York,NY 
3 h  ,2012 

c&m d/Vrnadksq. 
I By: 

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Compan 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P ! I; D (212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 rbl ;1 '"d 

AFR S 3 2U12 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Y NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

13833735.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
&.& &, 2012 

Samuel Goldblatt 
3 Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. y 

NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornevs for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
700 Brdadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fo FTLE tai P D Patterson-Kelle y 

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 APR 2 3 2012 

13468406. I 



. .- 

SUPREME comr OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O ~  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JOSEPH MORGAN0 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126934/02 & 
104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OF&DER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89242 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

\ 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
2012 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 

By: 

fi 1 Ybucq&L k , Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, $(&* 
I 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company” 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain PlazahpR 2 3 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

1, \ 

0 

SO ORDERED, 



GERALD KELTY 

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

Index No. 02-126934 

NO OPPOSITION' 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, NY 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo. NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5OGouN YORK 

e CLERK 

13833735.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

SO ORDERED, 

13468377.2 

... . . A 



P - .? I 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
FRANCIS R, DEFILIPPIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126687/02 & 
104644/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

By: W# I 

Samuel GolKlatt, Esq. // 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es " 
NIXON PEABODY L$ 1 L E 

2012 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company APR 2 3 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suit&@lMn 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y m K  

(212) 558-5500 

E Aflff,  i '  1, 3 
SO ORDERED, 

D 

13468377.2 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 
Samuel "Gddblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant; 
Patterson-Kelley Company APR 
Key Towers at Fountain Plazau~_r( GLk;RKS OFFICE 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 20'2 1 SO Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite @ YORK 

, *+- 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company APR 2 

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

''I2 
Fountain Plaza 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

. c S & i ~ , E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheri 

Samuel Goldblatt, Es 

NIXON PEABODY LP 
Attorneys for Defendant, A?R 2 
Benjamin R. Dwyer g\ L- 

3 IN7 

YBKS Patterson-Kelley Compariy 
Key Towers at Fount$b@@?X G' *,@ 

Buffalo. NY 14202 
40 Fountain Plaza, Su e 500 Ed 

13468377.2 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
3 by, 2012 

9 ,;,- 
I *  

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer E s q v  
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

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

Attorneys for Defendant, 

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

31 :7,'2012 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LL 
Attorneys for Defqdant, 

Key Towers at FoGtairi Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley a rnpgny  
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

. %  

(716) 853-8100 

b.: OQ ' 1 3201' 
SO ORDERED, 

\ - 1 - 1 - - -  - -  - -  

f l  A/ 
SO ORDERED, L 

Hon. Sher 

13468377.2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

II 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENNIS ROTUNNO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S. INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104453/97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

P&: 3 l ) Z c t h -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FUCLATES TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107404l02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above- ntitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

-- . 

I 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG3.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway 

< @b 7312 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 OF F\CE 

New York, New York 10279 1- :x 

SO ORDERED: ---L 
Hon. %e-$ Kgin He;tler 



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

I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERARD0 RUBINO 
(ANGELINA FUSCO), 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 109704l08 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

3 \ d - ? \ N  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: --.A! 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

XENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

CORPORATION, as Succkssor in 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T Y ~ U N P Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, NEW YORK 

I .U.  Willets 
Albertson, New 
(5  16) 294-5433 

Road 
York 11507 

bPR 

i 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 9 ~ 2 9 ,2012 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 4 '  . , INC. APR 2 3 2012 I '  
v 

ork 11507 c0LJN 1 y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albercson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

. -. . r -  
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY fF I L E D 'i 

I CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. I 

APR 2 3 3 1 2  

~i(@@,lT CLERK'S OFFfCE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
FS-2-5 ,2012 

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

CLERK'S OF- 
DEMERS & M c m  

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION M W  \/OR& 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Wllets Road 

New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 1 3 2Ol2 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY C(r CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York F 4 4 s  ,2012 

.+ 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRU,CTIPN 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORA'llON, as Successor inbpg 2 3 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN ~ E A L T Y  & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I N E ~ U N T Y  CLERK'S m m  

NFW YORK 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
- T 4 d Z 5  , 2012 

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

Attorneys for Defeqant- E 
#I? 2 3 2012 TISHMAN CONSTkU(?TION 

CORPORATION, a's Success0 
Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
' 6 n ,  New York 11507 

$8 CLCHKS OFF)& 
NEW yo8K 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
I p & - z q  ,2012 

L 

ttorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 4 

ApR 2 3 2012 700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to T'SHMAN REALTE&yfil , y c ; ~ t t  tKS OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NFW V("FIK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

*ertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, APR 1 971112 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

L 
- 

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

Index No.: 100731/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EUGENE RISO, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

c 

Dated: %!!&VLl y ,2012 
Ned York, New York 

. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

bQQ 

11 

1 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO,, et. al. I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X _---r-ll_l_ll_-__rr__l1_l__________rl__l-------"--~l-~----~-~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CornpuDyne Corporation, Individually, and as Successor tc 

York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter "~ompuDyne"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in thr 
1 .  ' 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissin] 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being n( 

apposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aiid withoul 

costs to either party. 

Dated: Ne York, New York qz, ,2012 

Patti Bwshtyn Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg PC 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 

l 
t & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

h Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: I00959/O3 

WAYNE ADAMS,  
Plainti qs), 

- against - 
WEILMCLAXN, et al,, 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOLUE, Defendant WEE-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 prjudice, 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. 

I L  E D  
APR 2 3 2012 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(222) 605-6200 

Attorneys far Defendant 
Weil-Mcbin 
850 Third Avenue, Sui& 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

% T  

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Index No.: 107102/07 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JEFFREY ZAYAS, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

.. 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 I L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 110 

New York, NY 10022 APR 2 3 *s,ol2 

~,OIJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

c r l  1 3 z m  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -------_---_---_--- 7--------%----.--.-------~------.rl-.---------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J . )  ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

BALDUCCI, ROGER J. (DEC.) 119783/02 
Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

. -  

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON , as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & APR 2 3 2ul2 
CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., JNC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
flkh 7 ,2012 

f i  ,"Mi %-''i 

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

MUTY, DEMERS & &MANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant v' ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as SUCCW& in 
lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & APR 
CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. 



W HEREPORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  TNC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
M Q G h q  ,2012 

2?5%Lz& 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Succeisor in j 

J 
lnteresl to TISHMAN REALTY 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, - 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.  
I \' CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

3 2012 



LAWRENCE LEBROCQ 10571 9/06 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
mtKe;rz 8 ,2012 

& McMANUS, ESQS. 
# !  ,=&A 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER F . A f  
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 wNTY CLERK'S OFFICE, 

v Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street 
26'h Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

APR 2 3 2012 

1 ;y)1YRK 
SO ORDERED, bQR 

utd: --- 
c RGVd 8c 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTKLJCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
&Qr*q ,2012 

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

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

\ L E D  '2 ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCT10 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 2012 Interest to TISHMAN REALTY ~ F R  2 3 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, OFFlC 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albert# ork 11507 

- (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein eitler APR 1 3 2012 
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NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
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This Document Relates to: 

BYRNES, JOHN P. (DEC.) 
Index No 
1 19504/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
I mW-&\q ,2012 

Attorhkys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McM 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in APR 2 3 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 



Martin Hansen 1 17349/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& McMANUS, ESQS. 
%?*:& 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Wall Street Plaza ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
88 Pine Street 
New York, New York 10005-1801 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Success 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. p d h D  Interest to TISHMAN REAL 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11207 
(5  16) 294-5433 

APR 2 3  2012 
' O W  I y C'CE 

SO ORDERED, ~ O € F ~ @ p t c E  

& Dtd: 

. .  . . . . . _- 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
i=&pda+, 2 7  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway E D New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

S & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 
SHMANCONSTRUCTION F I 

1 
4 '  
1 i  

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & MR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, 



MONTE MAGID 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

EXTREMIS CLUSTER 
X Re: APRIL 2011 IN ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f c s r 3  z ,2012 a 

CHARL 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC+ION 
New York, NY 10003 

EMERS & McMA 

CORPORATION, as Successor in APR 2 3 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
w York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 Lpg 732QQ 
SO ORDERED, 

/ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
@ U'U' 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TTSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Fcb tuqv y 77 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

E D  HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
W 

APR 2 3 2012 Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

CORPORATION, as S U C C ~ S S O ~ U N T Y  CLERKS 0FRa 
NEW YORK 

.. . . . .. - 

Hon. Sherry E 



I WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
27 , 2012 

CHA~E&ZE%& 09 -".- . 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

F I L E D  ttorneys for Defendant ($ ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &APR 2 3 2012 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New Y a k  11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

CouNT'f CLERK'S OFFICE 

bQR 1 ;tlvRK 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: yew York, New York 

D CH ARLWERFU SON 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION APR 2 3 2012 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALm@qp/  CLERKS O F R ~  
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YORK 
200 I.U, Willets Road 

on, New York 1 1507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Nsw York, New York 
kGbSrJar4 2 7. 2012 

&-\ ' - 
Weitz & L u x e h r g  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
200 I.U. Willets Road APR 2 3 2rJ12 

(516) 294-5433 p j o ~ ~ ~ y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Lu 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, N Y  10038 

torneys for Defendant 
ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN W A L T  F I L E D  & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 

v 
APR 2 3 2012 

Albertson, New York 1 1507 w,, (:16) 294-5433 COUNTY CLERK'S 
NI-' 

SO OKL)EKEU, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&>ccIQLtcjza 2012 

CHARLES FERGUSON 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 

w torneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & APR 2 3 ~ ' f '  

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 

CONSTRUCTION CO. 
200 I.U. W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 

Sherry Klein Heitler 

, INC. 
~ U N  TY CLERKS OFFICE 

1507 NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTTON 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, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &w York, New York 
k b  FJ AfVZZ 2012 

C H A K Z  G b O N  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McM 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

p U D  

"5)y&°FF-- 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor inAPR 2 3 zOl2 
CONSTRUCTION c o . ,  I N G W N T ~  CLERK 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets , New York Road 1 1507 

$fR 
db& 

. D E E D ,  SO OR 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

APR 2 3 2012 
flsFlr y ,2012 

/T7- - - - : - - - " T - w T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

S & McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ttorneys for Defendant 

n,  New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, AbR 1 R 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
e r &  q ,2012 

APR 2 3 2012 

K'S OFFICE 
RS & McMANUS bEW YORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

u t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 

w York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f k d d  ,2012 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant v WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC I 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
AlheHmn, ilew York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
4PR 1 9 3(11'1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: A ertson ew York 3. 2'V ,2012 

," 

I AHMUTY, DEMERS & McM 
Attorneys for Defendan4 i. w Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDER 
Hon. 

V TISHMAN C O N S T R U ~ T I ~ N  APR 2[p12 
CORPORATION, as s&ceshor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 
200 1. U, Willets Road 

3 2012 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY lk CONSTRUCTION CO. I 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, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WE:I?'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. N Y  10003 

ttorneys for Defendant D 
TISIIMAN CONSTRUCTI6N 
CORPORATION, as SuicesSor in AFK 2 3 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L t W N . l . y  CLERK,S 

NEW YORK CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Raad 

n, New York 11507 
bPR 3 F' ?Ql? 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r y m i t l e r  



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON I as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
-cwy ,2012 , 

Attorzeys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York I1SO$pR 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

200 I.U. Willets Road 1 3 m 1  

/ -5433 
SO ORDERED, 
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WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
,2012 

D /, 

i t 

Attorceys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDER .ED, 

AF.8 2 3 2012 torneys for Defendant : 
CONSTRUCTION 

ork 

( 'i) 
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JOSEPH TIMMONS 
Index No. 
190353/09 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Akertson, New York 
rcC bfQ,A?d 27 ,2012 

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

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
E o m e y s  for Defendant A h  2 3 "" 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION (;LtRK'S OFF,CE 
CORPORATION, as Succeq~?~tLIW 'I' 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

NEW YQRK 

P 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as $uccpssar in 
Interest to TISHMAN~EALTY APR 2 3 2012 
CONSTRUCTION Cd., INC. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
11507 NEW 

6QR 1 
SO ORDERED, 

J d- /+-- 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., JNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 

O7 APR 2 3 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
i-+,ruAty 27,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  D 
APR 2 3 2012 Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT '' 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

UNTY CLERKS OFFKE 
NEWYORK 

200 I.U. Willets Road 

1 SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: APRIL 2012 IN 
EXTREMIS 

________1__-_________l_____________l____----~--~----------*------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.,  hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Fcsr""': 27,2012 

- 

7 7  ced. l?* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in APR 2 3 2012 

E 0 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY B~OUNTV CLERKS OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 190189/09 
109 1 17/00 
12 1 983199 

SALVATORE LoVERDE --i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: OCTOBER 2010 IN 
EXTREMIS 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

CHA~EEGEE' GU&N 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
3/16/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MANCUSO 

INDEX NO. 
107457/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-5675-02 

of New 
York, Inc. ~ 

4 Irving Place 
New York, WY 

1 

. 

'10 FILED 3-3 9 
4 

APR 2 3 2012 4 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

ta TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

UTY, DEMERS &, McM D 
rneys for Defendant + ' 

700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRU~TION APR 2 3 2012 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L ' E Q ~ W  CLERK'S OFFIG 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f i . k d Y  '2 7, 2012 

IA 

.A&Ghd (L P EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMA 
Wttorneys for Defendant ! 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCT~ON APR 2 3 2012 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN RE .i ALT$@U l\l TY CLERK'S  OFF^^ 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YORK 

- .  I .  200 I .U.  Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 

Uxlison, New York 11507 

pQ ' (5  16) 294-5433 
4 ''- ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hyitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
~-z&+zs ,2012 

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

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

 LED L@ Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T ~  2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, - R 7 N 7  



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs 

Dated: Abbertson, New York 
j-&&r 4 7 9 ,  2012 

/%."hgd W L k ,  

T L E D  9 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 1 '  

CORPORATION, as Successor inAPR 2 3 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. INQouNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road NEW YORK 

New York 11507 
433 nI?- 

SO ORDERED, bQP 1 %' 

$$ @CY. / 
HGdd 

S W  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
. I  

d F I L E D  Y 

,! Dated: Albertson, New York 
I 

; r  

APR 2 3 2012 
JV\-&- 1 y ,2012 

COU~n CLERK'S OFF& 
tqEwYQwK WtW 4 

A T Z  & L U c E e ,  8: MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 1.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 
33 bpR q 3 2 Q ~ ~  

SO ORDERED, 

&Dtd: /--- 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
-8/18/10 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

INDEX NO. 
120582/01 and 11 1231/01 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSIlTON SUMMARY 
JUDGIkiENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil F'ractice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Ediisoa 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3 5 98 

Attorney RICTBABINECZ, r efendant ESQ. 

Consolidat Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3 5 98 

I 
F"I L E D 

) i  

I APR 2 3 2032 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6546-01 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



z'Mc:CC(jpk) 
8/1/1 1 

Our  File No 
S- 5 I 5 7-02 

ROCCO PELUSO 

INDEX NO. 
105625/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEXTLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

W E E F O R E ,  defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules $ection 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company ofNew Yo& Inc. with prejudice, and there being opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edisoa Compmy af New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Uork, New York 

4 h\ \t 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attormy Eo 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New Yo&, NY 10003-3598 &--- F I L E D  

SO ORDERED: 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler APR 2 3 2012 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
3/16/12 

Our File No 
S-426 1-05 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION7 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD M, MUELLER 

INDEX NO. 
1 16057/05 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 



TMc:CCfjpk) 
2J6i 12 

SUPREME COURT : AL,L COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edisan 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 60-defmdants, dl claims and cross-claims 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New YO& 
\ L  

700 Broadway Consowted 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

2 3 '1012 '\ /$'R i 

so ORDIERED: 

Our File No 
S-7989-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1/27/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES MAHFOUD 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 \LA \J- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

RICHARD W. BANNECZ, ESQ, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

F ! t E D 
SO ORDERED: 

2 3 2012 

NEW YORK 

Our File No 
S-S-8699-02 f%a I y ci-E-I?K'S OFFICE 



TMc:CCQpk) 
3/9/12 

Our File No 
S-5 142-02 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD SAMSON 

INDEX NO. 
1065 10/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

on Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: TY CLERKS OFF/@ 

. . ._ 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
3/9/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

.......................... " - " " ~ - ~ - - - ~ " - " - - " - - - - - " ~ - - . - " . ~ ~ . - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - ,  , INDEXNO. 
105874/02 

j ASSIGNED TO: 
I HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
i ORDER 
i 

......................... ".--"-."-~"---""--------~...--.--.~--~--"-"----~- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO 

.......................................... ~ .____..........__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _  _ i  

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5288-02 

Hon. 

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

1 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 



WILLIAM ANTON STOCKHAUSEN, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 190062/2011; 114791/2000 
108382/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JLJJJGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORZ?, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

" WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLImR B 

(212) 661-1151 



TMcCCCjpk) 
3/9/32 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

110850/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10003-$g@k 2 3 2012 

Our File No 
S-5 89 1 -02 



SWREA4E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL. 
I.A.S, Pait 30 
(Heitlot; 1.) 

A L  

THIS DOCUMENT R.ELATIES TO: 
Index No.: 190094/2012 

summary judgment in the above-entitlcd o m ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rularr Section 3212, 

dismieahg plaintiffa' wmplint agsinst defendant Kl3EL,FiR-DOlU€-OLIVER BOILER COMPAW, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORL)BRED, that upon notice to all co-defandants, all claims and crowclaims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIV€R BOILER COMPANY , be and the sme we hereby dismissed with prajudiot 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrjron, New York 0 3.83. I\ 

wirz  gt LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Flainnr 
Timothy Meyer and Karen Meyer 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 344-5461. 



JAMES E. REMINGTON (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 128019/2002 
10593212003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
3 \ V J \ \ L  

n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . c  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: n 

MAKIN GOODMAN,-LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 
namson, iAew I ork 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



This Document Relates To: 

GERALD F. KELTY, JR., 

n ___ 

Index No: 126934102 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fllda AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LL E D  i 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) AttorneyforDefendant PR 2 3 2012 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 COUN I CI-ERK'S OFF/C& 
(212) 558-5500 

E 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

anasquan, New Jersey OS?# W YORK 
2) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: Index No: 119673 -00 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X __lrl___-_--------__________I___________-------_---------------- 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 4 \ \ \ A 
New Xork, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys far Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
2: 

i 

ORK 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

A /  Manasquan, New Jersey ku6  



HERBERT SUSSMAN and LENORE 
SUSSMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190105-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

BORG WARNER CORPORATION, by its 
successor-in-interest BORG-WARNER MORSE 
TEC, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

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

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, JNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

p: .. )aniehWb$rberg, Esq. 
Weitz & ruxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

+ ' CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Lisa M. Pascarella, MUN ' 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable S h d y  K. Heitler 



This Document Relates To: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

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

Index No: 128019102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 3 \ L b \ \  l- 
New York, New York 

h 

Weitz & Luxenberg l.. J 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

R 
~~ ~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1- 

This Document Relates To: 

RAYMOND HODGE SR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No: 127888-02 
102372-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 3 1 b &\ \ 2- 

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

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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: 101635-03 

JOANNE R. VIOHL, as Executrix for the Estate 
of FRANK J. STILA, 

Plain tiff(s), 

"against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORJIER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 3 \ a-c\ \ \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

F I L E D  

Keith M. O'Connor, E S ~ N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Braaten & Pascarella, L C NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 @ (732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry 

!! 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NF,W YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

DAVID DAVIDSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No: 127888-02 
102362-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
-___r_--_l_____-______r______________l__-~---------------------- X 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, TNC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: q\ q\ \ L 
New York, New York 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
vn 



TMc: CCCjpk) 
2/1/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests suinmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edisan 

Cornpang of New York, Inc. with. prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edisan Company of New York, Enc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4\&1 

At-t~rneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York? Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

F I L E D  .: SO ORDEED: 
3 %  

Oui- File No 
5-4533-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
71511 1 

Our File No 
s-8471-02 

INDEX NO. 
1 10269/02 and 1268 12/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON* SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company o%New York, Inc. 

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

and Kules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company ofNew Yark, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Uison Company ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and witbut casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ j \ \ X  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Conzpany of New 
Yark, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New Y&k, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: F I L E D  



, '' TMc:CCbpk) 
' 4/28/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. With prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant ConsoIidated Edisan Company of New York, Inc., be arrd the m e  are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. . 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ LUX~NBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 2 00035 

R I C ~ ~ I N E C Z ,  Attomeyfo D endant ESQ. 

'Consolidate &son Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
5-5333-99 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
@W YORK 



Our File No 
S-4454-01 

THIS DOCUMENT ELATES TO: 

JOHN CABELLO 

INDEX NO. 
1 243 3 3 /OO 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
J'UDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests sufxlllzary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Elison 

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

ORDEFSD, that upon notice to all co-defedants, all claims and moss-claims 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

. 41rvingPlace 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

i lndex No.: 11 1124/00, 122193/99 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTlON AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
I 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated; New York, New York 
y//y ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Marcia Sarama and Thaddeus Sarama 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

F I L E D i  
(212) 509-3456 4% 2 J 2012 ," 

'OUNR CLERKS 
SO ORDEICED, NEW YORK 

36iT hDb rl '1 235-1 9364 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 127886/02 

10247 1/03 FRED SCHERER AND INGRID SCHERER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

costs. 

Jairnh. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
MEW YQRK 2082-11322 

{NO12903 1-1 } 



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

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

i Index No.: 127886/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMGNT REFERS TO: 

FRED SCHERER AND INGRID SCHERER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Y *  

.* *i 

-* ~ I*, Attorney for Plaintiffs ' * I  

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

Fred Scherer and Ingrid Scherer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 1 0003 

4 
1 

(212) 509-3456 

2 3 PO12 SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100087/03 

WAYNE SEAMAN AND ETHEL SEAMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

+ ?: 9y- 
I 

I. 
'I +* 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. ' 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs *> 9 

Wayne Seaman and Ethel Seaman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 - 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

APR 2 3 2012 

(NO12903 1-1  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

‘CHIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100087/03 

WAYNE SEAMAN AND ETHEL SEAMAN, 

P 1 ain ti ffs , 
j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against - i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New r , N e  York qt,], 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wayne Seaman and Ethel Seaman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

: 
F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-261094 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitla, J,) 

: Index No.: 105151/03, 100731/03 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EUGENE RISO, JR., I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

PI ainti ff( s) , 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I "  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Riso, Jr. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 APR 2 3 2012 ; 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO1 34691 -1  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITJGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 105251/03, 100731/03 
I 

EUGENE RISO, JR., I 

I 

Plaintiff( s), I 
I 

I 
-against- I : NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defend ant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., 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 thercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, 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 
, / I  n 

F I L E D  I@CGIVNEY ~ ~ I , U G E R ,  P.C. 
Attorneys fo efendarits Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Courter 62 Company, Tnc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Eugene Kiso. Jr. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 @OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE. 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 3 2012 

NEW YORK 

9 @ftI22-3054  

{N0134698-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 105151/03, 100731/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EUGENE RISO, JR., I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Dekndant js) . I 

WHEREFOR E, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff" coinplaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Riso, Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D .  
80 Broad Street. 23rd l'loor 
New York, Ncw York 10004 APR 2 3 21112 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

" 2383-26196AD 

9 9@ p? - ' 

{N0134700-1) 



.- -* Y .  c 

5* 

SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITTGATJON i I.A.S. Part 30 
i Mcitler. J,) I \  - ,  
I ais Document relates to: 
Index No. 190069/11. 

I LEIGHTON LEWIS, 
I 

Plaintiff) 
-against- j NO OPPOSTTION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i JvWITON AND ORDER AMERTCAN BTLTRITE, WC., et aL, 
I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requcsts summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, hc., with prejudice in this action, and there Erg 

no opposition ihcrcto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crooss claims against 

the same me hercby dismissed with prejudice and without defendant 

c g s w  

Dated: N w  York, New Ymk 

, / 

I’ 
1’ 

Charles M. Fergu-ssq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Chdes  f .  Lynch and I-Iden Lynch 
WE~TZ & TJJXESNBERG 
700 Broadway 

Pcer!esc: Ir.du$tries, Inc. 
k w r s  BRISBOIS BXSGAARO & SMJTH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
Ncw York, New Yark 10005 
(212) 232-1300 \LED 

bpR 2 3  
so ORDERED, 

48306158-5934.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

T T  

MADELENA DELLARATTA, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN DELLARATTA, 

: 
: 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 190248/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant QPI Multipress (fMa Multipress, Inc.) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 

and the NYCAL Amended Case Management Order dated September 20, 1996, Amended as of 

February 19, 2003, dismissing Plaintiffs' Amended Verified Complaint against Defendant QPI 

Multipress (f/k/a Multipress, Inc.) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED,  that upon notice to Plaintiffs and all co-Defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant QPI Multipress (f/k/a Multipress, Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
+I\ e ,2012 

WE\\ SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP 

By: 
Chris Romanelli, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100052 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant ' 
Madelena Dellaratta, In QPI Multipress (j7k.l~ Multipress, &jdNTY CLERK,S 

NEW YORK Executrix for the Estate 

\ I  

E D  
APR 2 3 2012 

d as 

bpR 1 32012 
SO ORDERED, 

& b * L .  _*.c-cc-c- 
" i-&- I d  + 

3 ,u -I PHDATA 3779845-1 



-- - -F " 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4Ih Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneurno Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 1000 1 '  

212 981-4501 Ext. 2) ' ' 
(212) 558-5500 

' APR 2 3 
y CL€WS OfH= 
'hEW YWK 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

This document relates to: 

RONALD HANZE Index No(s).: 190344-10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pncumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claiins against 

defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York &M I 1 I I 8)' 2 



RICHARD MEHLROSE Index No. : 1005 82-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, her6by requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, , *  
f 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendbts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
.' 

Dated: New York, New York a" 
I If, z w 2  F a  

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
U'eitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 981-4501 Ext. 25 MR 2 3 'Em 
cowy CLERK'S OFFEE 

SO ORDERED, < NEW y m  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

+# SMITH ABBOT,-L.LF. 
6ttorneys for Defendant, 
Pneurno Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 41h Floor 
New York. New York 100 



LEVY PHILLIPS & 

KONIGSBERG, L L.P 

100 THIRD AVENUC 

I NEW VORK. N V 10022 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - " - -  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION STIPULATION OF DISCON- 
TINUANCE AS AGAINST 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  X DEFENDANT 
CARBORUNDUM CORPO- 
RATION 

This Document Applies To: 

Anita Scardino and Donald Scardino 
as Co-Executors of the Estate of 
Xavier Scardino 

Index NE 10/190184 

Judge Sherry K. Heitler 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _  

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between counsel for 

the plaintiff in the above-captioned action and defendant CARBORUNDUM CORPORA- 

TION, n/kd Industrial Holdings Corporation, Inc., 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: New York, New York 
&&bC(n 2@ ,2012 

Robert I. Komitor, Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for the Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

MARIN GOODMAN LLP 

500 Marnaroneck 

(2 12) 605-6200 





RYLAND HOLMES, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190 109/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without osts 
37Z!/VIz 

---- 
ti, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

\--+ ----T-J&bS& 11, 
. AtJL TQ.,CYHJ 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attornevs for Defendant 
KEELER:DORR-OLZVER BOIL 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave. Suite 501 - 

4% 2 3 26312 i Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part30 : (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 113473/04 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

DOROTHY CULLENS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH L. CULLENS 
AND DOROTHY CULLENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

1 
I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

<:I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AFR 5 3 2012 -q 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

NEW YORK Estate of Joseph L. Cullens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

,nQ ' 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

CE 

(21 2) 509-3456 ,7n"Ce 

SO ORDERED, .' -/- 
324-8174 

{N0135383-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100396/03 

DANIEL J. KENNEY, JR. AND CATHERINE ! 115565/03 
KENNEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, E&. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Daniel J .  Kenney, Ir. and Catherine Kenney 
WEI'TZ & LUXENDERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 
10004 / 

SO ORDERED, - 

(NO12903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'HON 
i NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100396/03 
j DANIEL J. KENNEY, JR. AND CATHERINE 

KENNEY, 
Plaintiffs, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,J ' 

* I  Attorney for Plaintiffs < I  

Daniel J. Kenney, Jr. and Catherine Kenney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, CL~<HKS OFFlCi 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler C0"N NEWYORK 

2383-26079G 

{ NO12903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 128019/02 

105942/03 CHARLES E. KNAPP AND HELEN KNAPP, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y r ew York qh,y ,2012 

xttorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles E. Knapp and Helen Knapp 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FILED.;  (212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, ApR 2 3 2Ol2 -* 5 

2082-11326 

{NO I2903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES E. KNAPP AND HELEN KNAPP, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY r Ne York 
k ? / $ l ~ , 2 0 1 2  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles E. Knapp and Helen Knapp 
WEIIL & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
CQUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
2383-260782 

(NO12903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS K. KOLEFF, SR. AND BARBARA 
KOLEFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 128025/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
ML'GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Nicholas K. Koleff, Sr. and Barbara Koleff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
NewYork,New York 10003 F 1 L E D (212) 509-3456 

APR 2 3 zo92 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1327 

(NO12903 1-1 } 

. ,_ 1 '\ . , / '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL : I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 
i Index No.: 107005/02, 116225/02, 
i 1273 10/02, 1 13567/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C ,  & S., INC, et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y r ,Ne  York qA,/L 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Milton WEITZ & E. LUXENBERG, Jacobs P.C. F I L E D A  
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 APR 2 3 2012 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
1 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIK JEDNAT, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MARY LOU JEDNAT, AND ERIK 
JEDNAT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100283/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME IT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New k , N  York * ,2012 

Y 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Mary Lou Jednat 

I L E D  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO1 2903 1-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 100283/03 

ERIK JEDNAT, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MARY LOU JEDNAT, AND ERIK 
JEDNAT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

I *  c Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Mary Lou Jednat 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

APR 2 3 2012 . 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

3 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LYNNE STACK, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
PAUL STACK AND LYNNE STACK, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 100340/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul Stack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 APR 2 3 2012 -, 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1235-1 9333 

{ N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100340/03 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS LYNNE STACK, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL STACK AND 
PHYLLIS LYNNE STACK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Costs. 

,2012 
.-$L. 

$ 
!& 

"% ~<. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul Stack 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 12903 1 - 1 } 

2082-11353 

APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY AND BERNICE A. 
HICKEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 125965/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgmer 

costs. 

in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

New York, New York 10004 

Hickey, Rolland E. ,’ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway APR 2 3 2012 -4 
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK’S OWE (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - 

,n,9.NEwyow 
/ 

SO ORDERED, -bQQ ’ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler * *  i& 

\J 1% L j  
f \‘* 

;u% 4-1 2571 -1277 
,* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 

Index No.: 108768/03 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plainti ff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A,O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., I 
I 
I 
I Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN LIQUIDATING CORP., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN LIQUIDATING COW. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN LIQUlDATING CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Michael J. Russo and Carol 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

w -  New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2383-26322 

(N0133495-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 108768/03 

I 
I MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff(s) : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 

I Defendantlsl 

WHEREFORE, defendant, OAKFABCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Michael J. Russo and Carol Russo Oakfabco, Inc, 

F I L E D  80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 
APR 2 3 2012 7 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S O F H a  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-MkWYORK 

(N0133495-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY LEASOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. LEASOR AND 
SHIRLEY LEASOR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100726/03 

NO OPPOSJTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Leasor 
WEITZ & LIJXENRERG, P.C. F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway * r .  

New York, New York 10004 3 " APR 2 3 2012 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNW CLERK'S OFFIc[ 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

2 '  3. / (NO1281 23-1 } 

\ 4 d i  
C&r\ " o\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100726/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY LEASOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. LEASOR AND 
SHIRLEY LEASOR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

L 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I -  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Leasor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f 
i 

2082-1 1367 
p 

(NO1 2903 1-1 } 

L .  
I ’  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 100726/03 

SHIRLEY LEASOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. LEASOR AND 
SHIRLEY LEASOR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Kenya- &q. 

3 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway APR 2 3 2012 4 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 ff ICE 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Leasor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 10073 1 /03 

SUZANNE LEITHNER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. Suzanne Leithner 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E 1  
APE 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OF 
NEW YORK 

2082-1 1368 

{NO I2903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 11 1230/01,123078/01 

JERRY CMERCHIA AND JOAN CHIERCHIA, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4\ > ,2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chierchia, Jerry 
W ~ r n  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 I 

Carol M Tempesta 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishan  Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEF~, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 130753-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OFNEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD F. KELTY, JR. AND TERESA DAVIS 
KELTY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 104397/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3- 7 . A  ,'2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNl y CLERK'S OFFICE 

Kelty, Gerald F. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 

bp" 32''' (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, / 

2383-25978Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY ! N Y C A I ,  

i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 114013/02, 
! 

! NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND OXCDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN CRESPO, as Administratix for the Estate 
of ELMER ALBERICO, 

Plaintiffs , i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., el al, 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 
2 7& ,2012 

Treadwell Corporation ALBERICO, ELMER 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. w ~ ~ & L ~ ~ ~ E R G , P . c .  A ~ R  2 3 2012 4 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2434 



SUPRElME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
11v RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYcA.L - _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) .~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RJ3FERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114013/02, 

ELLEN CIIESPO, as Administratix for the Estate 
of ELMER ALBERICO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al, 

Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc, ,  hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 
2012 F I L E D  4 

I T  
Jamie 6, Cooper,%sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile bloors, hc .  ALBERICO, ELMER 
MCGrVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXFNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

* /  

bQQ '' 
SO ORDEIIED, +u* 

5@+ ?082-10153 



s J$ 
ALL 

*'h 

, wu1- -,-* yl Y Y I ".> " ~ "' 

< <-, " I* - * 
I "d 

@ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1 

FOOTTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
-X NY CAL - - - - _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190256/11 
Harold J. Brennan, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
__I__-_______________l_________l___l_ -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request; 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi. 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim, 

and cross  claims against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  bc 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
4 , 2 0 1 2  h<.;s<;LELif;;, 

h,,-Lf k, 
Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
H a r o l d  J. Bx-ennan G o u l d s  Pumps Inc, 
7 0 0  Broadway,  6 th  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 
6754-11836 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100731/03 

KATHRYN D'AGOSTINO, AS 105 170/03 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MICHAEL J. D'AGOSTINO AND KATHRYN 
D'AGOSTINO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishinan Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Michael J.  D'Agostino F I L E D WEITL & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-26196; ~ 

m 
(N0042173-1) 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
couwry OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS I.,ITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100724/03 

THERESA AGONEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY AND THERESA 
AGONEY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York qhJ ,2012 
Pc. 

Y 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esd. 
"1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lawrence W. Agoney 

700 Broadwav 
WElTZ & LIJXXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 APR 2 3 2OI2 (212) 509-3456 

cour\lr'r CLERKS oFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 2903 1-1 } 



Plaintiffls), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190082/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ c _ - - I I _ _ ” - - - - - - - _ 1 _ _ 1 _ _ _ 3 c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEmFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., 
erroneously sued herein as “I.T.T. INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as successor to 

Bell & Gossett,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 7,2012 

\\ , 20 la 

MCGUIREWOQD 

1345 Avenue of th 
New York, New York 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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THERESA AGONEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY AND THERESA 
AGONEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100724/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: F y / y  ,2012 

&?. Attorney o r D  endant 

Dated: New Yo N w York 4hd ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 7 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Lawrence W. Agoney 
WEI'I'L & LUXF.NBF,KG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  rk 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
1 APR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

(N0128123-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD AND THERESA 
BREETVELD, 

I Index No.: 1 I 1588/03 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff($), I I 

I 
I 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, r~c, et al., I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant( s) . I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled M S ~ ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Eugene Breetveld and Theresa Breetveld 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2543 

{N0133566-1} 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

~ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

: (Heitler, J.) 
I I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I being no opposition thereto, 

; Index No.: 1 1 1588/03 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD AND THERESA 
BREETVELD, 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, TNC., et al., 
I 
I 

Defendads), I 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summasy 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
7- a h  ,2012 

Attorneys f&pDefendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor ++lL E D ~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Breetveld and Theres 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500, 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 3 2012 York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ ~~ - 

DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 

P Iaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190047/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled MSC, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' compIaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a12 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the samt: are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. CLARKE, JOSEPH 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yark 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13~ '  Fl 
New York, New York F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 

# i p R  2 3 2012 
SO ORDERED, -,cjUNi y CLERK'S OFFICE 

NE~W YOnK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 114013/02, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN CRESPO, as Administratix for the; Estate 
of ELMER ALBERICQ, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal.  

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOR!& defendant, Courter & Company, hc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs? complaint against defendant, Caurter & 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 
& 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
ALBISRICO, ELMER 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway r r  

New York, New Yorl& lOO03 

m -  

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 11 1940/03, 1 1 1778/04 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

ELISABETH MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD I 

AND ELISABETH S .  MCDONALD, I 

INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintifqs), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : 
I 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
7 

/@R 2 3 2012 Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Robert McDonald 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 COW- 

I ..(. 
YP ~ ' 

, ' O  

2383-26937 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{NO 132889-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 11 1940/03, 11 1778/04 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

ELISABETH MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX 

AND ELISABETH S. MCDONALD, I 

INDIVIDUALLY I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD I 

Plaintiff( s), 1 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
1 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NC., et al., , I 

Defendant( s) . I 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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. l3i3;;k ~~ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Robert McDonald 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York ,lo003 

IN013289 1-1 } 

2571-1728 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1278&8/02 

EDWARD MALONEY, 102382/03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New o k, N w York J/,/ p ,2012 

ff 
J a k k  B. Coo&, E d .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Edward Maloney 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

2082-1 1320 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO12903 1-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 127S88/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MALONEY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r , N w York qh,  ,2012 

7 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Edward Maloney 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 100 

A 
(212) 509-3456 

p R  2 3  20'2 

GOUNly C L W S  OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW Y0RK 
Won. Sherry Klein keitler 

2383-26113AI 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 1 1 1940/03, 1 1 1778/04 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

ELISABETH MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD I 

AND ELISABETH S. MCDONALD, I 

INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), ; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
I I 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"llr ,2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 1 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff! r 
Estate of Robert McD4nald 

New York, New York 10003 

Apfl-, 2 3 1012 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-8269 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0132887-1) 



'SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I I Index No.: 1 1 1940/03, 1 1 1778/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 

I 

I 

ELISABETH MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD I 

AND ELISABETH S. MCDONALD, I 

INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintifqs), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.lPl ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendants- 
Treadwell Corporation Estate of Robert McDonald APR 2 3 'Ot2 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFF''' 

rl u ' 1. "/ 
II * * - + - *  

1235-20669 & L < i  
* 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN0132885-I} 



1. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES E. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190293/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMJiNT 
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 thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

(JA/% &wq/ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chidester, Charles L* 
W E ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-3560 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LlTlGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'IO: 
j Index No.: 126937/02, 105626/03 

ROBERT JOSEPH BLASO AND MARIA 
BLASO, 

\ NO OPPOSITlON 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Nichole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Rlnso, Robert Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 APR 2 3 2012 
(2 12) 509-3456 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
7'' NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED, ~ m-. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-11280 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLEN E. BLANCHARD, AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EVERETT A. BLANCHARD, AND ALLEN E. 
BLANCHARD, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LUCY BLANCHARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100085/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N York 
U,h/ ,r, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs * 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Estate of Lucy Blanchard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ,i f 
New York, New York 10004 ,New York 1 0 9 3  APR 2 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S ( ~ F F ~ E  
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEW YQRY 
2383-26096 '' 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 100085/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLEN E. BLANCHARD, AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EVERETT A. BLANCHARD, AND ALLEN E. 
BLANCHARD, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LUCY BLANCHARD, 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

- 
JaiKe B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lucy Blanchard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 61.C. 

APR 2 3 2012 
w Ydrk 1 0003 
0 COUNTY CLERKS OFF/- (212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

bRq&37nl'* 

13. / { NO12903 1-1 } 

' V' 
dd * s&fi - t"\" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THERESA AGONEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY AND THERESA 
AGONEY, j NO OPPOSITION 

PI ai nt i ffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100724/03 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, bc and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lawrencc W. Agoiiey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUEY BLANCHARD, AS PROPSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EVERTT 
A. BLANCHARD AND LUEY BLANCHARD, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100085/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby disinissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Ydrk, New York 

Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Evertt A. Blanchard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

ew York 10003 F I L E a 
O0 f r 

: 

3' . 
SO ORDERED, I APR 2 3 2012 

9OUNTY CLERK'S O F F J ~  
NEW YORK 1122-013 

{NO 128 123- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THJS DOCUMENT ]REFERS TO: 

JAMES 13. MlMS AND BARBARA L. MIMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et a% 

Defendants. 

NYCAzl 
LA.$. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125551/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYSCTDGMEN 
MOTION AND 0 RDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentilt Floors, Inc., withprejudice in this action, and thete being 

no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
# A  d? ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmannn, Esq. 
Aqorney for Defendant 
Kcntile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212)986-2233 q' APR 2 3 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James B. Mims and Barbara L. Mims 
EARLY & S m w , L  

SO OR.DERED, 

, -  . .  . , I .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : I NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASl3ESTOS LITIGATION i (Heitla, J.> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No.: 190497/11 
AURJ3LIO TORRES, I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSlTION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND 0 RDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et ! 
al. ! 

“against- 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, h e ~ b y  reqwsts summary judgmefl 

in the above entitled w e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims qncl cross claims again& 

defendant, A w m  Pump Ckpany, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prqiudice and ’ 

without costs.. 

Dated: New York New York & 2012 

Aurora Pump Comperny Audio Tones 

80 Bmad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadvwry 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, FC. WElTZ & LUXENBERQ, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE! STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LKIGATION i LAS, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

i IndexNo.: 190079/11 
I RONALD SZAMATULSRI, 
I 

~laintifr, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same arc hmby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGl"EY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I '  

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10170 
(212) 98G2233 

SO ORDERISD, i 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F F I L E D  
1 APR 2 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OFNEW YORK 

.. ______ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 

__._A i (Heitler, 1.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 1903 19/1 I 
MARK ROCK AND SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai. 

Defendants. 

i 

WHEREOW, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

3o-L L 
--qk.J& Xdd&+- 
Attorney for Plaintif% 
Mark Rock and Sandra Rock 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Aurora Pump Company 
M C G I ~ V  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F I L E D ~  
(222) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 1" 

' APR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDEMD, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126935/02, 104154/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEKEFORE, defendant, ‘Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/?4&wh 7( ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ross, Charles Arthur 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 4 

4 APR 2 3 2012 4 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein H:itler ’hpR 1 !3 LU’L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ROTHSTEJN AND HELEN 
ROTHSTEIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126935/02, 104155/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N York ,312q, 2012 

- 1 

Attorney Courter & for Company, Defendant Inc. 
Attorney Rothstein, for Martin Plaintiffs F I L E D ,  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. APR 2 3 2012 ' 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

CLERK~S OFFICE L o w -  -.-4 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 

1122-23975 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100724/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THERESA AGONEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY AND THERESA 
AGONEY, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Estate of Lawrence W. Agoiiey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 1000 

APR 2 3 2M2 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 
roUN~y CLERK‘S OFFICE 
’ NEWYORK 

1235-21 445 

{ N0128123-1) 

p R  I 2 7nlf 

\ 1, 
‘, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS COSKEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF ANN 
COSKEY, 

PI ai nti ffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100284/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y , N w York yh/l ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ann Coskey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E  

ApR 2 3  m (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-11347 

(NO12903 1 - 1 )  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS COSKEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF ANN 
COSKEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100284/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ann Coskey 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESlOS LI'1'IGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUZANNE LEITHNER, 
j Index No.: 10073 I /03 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

\ 

X b  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Suzanne Leithner. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

(NO042 173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
m RE: NEW YORK comw 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT JOSEPH BLASO AND MARIA 
BLASO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126937/02, 105626/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Blaso, Robert Joseph 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG,\p.Cr 
700 Broadway J ' APR 2 3 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York io003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

257 1-1324 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 112649/03 
100087/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER JOHN CANNETTI, AS EXECUTOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF KATHLEEN CANNETTI 
AND JANICE MARIE SCHAFFER AS THE 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN 
CANNETTI, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Ij 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kenti1,e Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

,2012 

C h  

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

{NO 12903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 12649/03 
100087/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER JOHN CANNETTI, AS EXECUTOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF KATHLEEN CANNETTI 
AND JANICE MARIE SCHAFFER AS THE 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN 
CANNETTI, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

K e r r y a n w E s q .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kathleen Cannetti 
WkI~I'% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 '' 

F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 APR 2 3 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0042173-1} 

.*... 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTERR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190293A 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. i 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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, 

Dated: New Y r , New York q r j  ,2012 
n 

W 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. l v u  L, 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
M C G m Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Chid&&, Charles L. 

700 Broadway 
New Yo&, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, 

neitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 290293/11 , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., improperly sued as Dap Products, Inc,, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

I 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Dap, Inc., improperly sued as Dap 

1 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 sued as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New r NewYork 
,2012 

Dap, Inc., improperly 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Chidester, Charles L. 

700 Broadway 
sued as Dap Products, Inc. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 

~. .. . . . . . 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, Individually and 
PAUL A. MONAGHAN as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of JOHN J. MONAGHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114568/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Defendants, 
J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
-p zcp ,2012 

A 
CI 

J ~ B .  coopkr, E S ~ .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile FIoors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCIER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MONAGHAN, JOHN J. I (', 
1 

700 Broadway 2 3 2012 'a 

New York, New York 10003 kPR I 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
* *couNfl cLw~oFF'CE 

/* 

bpR SO ORDERED, 
UkQ- 

~, Ai& 

*w@Gu- 2082-10162 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitla, J.) 

I Index No.: 1 1 1940/03, 1 1 1778/04 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ELISABETH MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD I 

AND ELISABETH S .  MCDONALD, I 

INDIVIDUALLY I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
I I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s1. I 

I in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice LAW and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's I 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IVNEY & KLUGE 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003r,ni i h  ! i'i U-LRKS OFflCE 

Cowter & Company, Inc. Estateof Robert McDonald ,hPR 2 3 ''I2 ' t  
l <  

NE.W YORK 

Apl? 1 R?1)12 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SK(M - RCVd 8~ Dtd' - 
11224081 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

IN0132878-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126685/02, 103333/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS AND JEAN KAREN, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

I 

3 
McGinnis, John H. 4 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1ps78JNn CLERKS 

NEW YORK (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126685/02, 103333/03 

AS R ESTOS 1,I TIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS AND JEAN KAREN, 

PI ai nt i ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2012 
I 1 

Attorney for Defendad 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McGinnis, John H. 

APR 2 3 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, $.C. 
700 Broadway , 

York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 558- 500 : York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

'hQR 1 2 2012 
Hon. S w l e i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 126685/02, 103333/03 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS AND JEAN KAREN, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
~ 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules kj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NiLhole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

gkH p uid - 
2082-1 1267 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126685/02, 103333/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS AND JEAN KAREN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'M4ithr dxifl  I G 5 $.  \ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, :- H n. he K in Heitler 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McGinnis, John H. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

pQ 1 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSrNO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defend ants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110180/00, 117863/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown (NY), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

§ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of 

Pottstown (NY), with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown (NY), be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3- L , 2012 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown (NY) 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Susino, Michael J. 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 . .. ,+ . - . (212) 558-’5500 ’ - * rrM7 

2572-40 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUN'I'Y / NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 126934/02, 104382/03 

EDWARD C. POULSEN AND THERESA 
POULSEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintif'fs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary ', Jbgrnent in t,,e 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k N w York 3J4j ,2012 

(21 2) 509-3456 

F I L E D  3 \' 

Poulseni Edward C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

hQR 1 nz'" SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'ro: 
j Index No.: 1 10744/06, 126687/02; 
! 104638/03 THOMAS FESHOH AND SUSAN FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 
! A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Nichole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

c h ~ / &  11.- r . , O ~ ~ N  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Feshoh, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN W: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITI6ATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190281/11 
HARRY ADLBR JR. AND RITA ADLER, ! 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i Mano NAND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSWMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

; 

Defendants. i 
! 

WHERF,FORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, herkby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pwsuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump C~mpmy, with prejudice in this action, 

and thm being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

' defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the m e  are hereby disi-nisssed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, Ntw York 
4 p  ,2012 

k \ 
j>, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I +'5 QFF@ 

\ '  
\ 

Harry Adla, Jr. 
w m  & LUxEN8ER0, P.C. 

New Yo& New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & UUOER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
' ;& 

c O ~ " y '  &d (212) 509-3456 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 

. . ., ., , . . . , , . . . , ' ". " , .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CQTJN”Y OF NEW YO= 
rN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125551/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JAMES B. ’MJMS AND BARBAM Lw MIMS, 

Plaintif%, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- WTIQN AND O m  ER 
! 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., el al. 
1 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&:I- 2 ,2012 

.*.-...-, -v.* Defendant 

M c G m y  & KLUOER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yorlq New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James B. Mims and Patterson Pump Company 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

451-8125 



(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114568/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCIJMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126687/02, 104623/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Holecek, James W. 

700 Broadway 
MCGWNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 1 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
7M7 

3: /22 .~ eJ* 
" -* ". *. * 



SUPREME CO1JR'T OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY AND MARGARET 
CASSIDY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 104417/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary Aclgment .,I 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cassidy, John T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 APR 2 3 2012 

\ I q 1 LED\ ' \  \ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ' 1, 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
A 

-* / - 
1235-23614 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘ro: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY AND MARGARET 
CAS SIDY, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 10441 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AN11 ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Lipdat ing  Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
pb--Oh7w ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cassidy, John T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Defendant w -  
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Yor 10603 APR 2 3 2012 h t 

t (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITTGATlON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY AND MARGARET 
CAS SI DY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 10441 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York 
k w L (  ,2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cassidy, John T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 

New York, New Y 
700 Broadway 4 

APR 2 3 2012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-589E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I I 

I Index No.: 126934/02, 10441 6/03 
I SILVIO CESTRA AND ELISABETH CESTRA, 
I 

Plaintiff( s), 1 NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 

A.C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation 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 Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

i 
.I( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Silvio Cestra and Elisabeth Sih$pd F YTrn E D i\ Attorneys for Defendants 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 1 .  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ' . "?A2 + r  

8,lI-y (;I .\ - . K'S OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 

( C .  

kiew YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

{N0120910-1} 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND SABO, 
j Index No.: 190318/11, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, 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, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
hrhcen 2 .? ,2012 

Laura B. Hollman, Egq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Algoma Hardwoods, Inc. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sabo, Raymond 
WEITZ & LUXENBER~, P.C. 
700 Broadway A)"F 2 3  

1 

New York, New York 10003 C L k ~ ~  s OFFICE 
. -  (212) 558-5500 A n&H%,h, vcl a, 11 

1223-7 



SUPREME COURT OF na STATE 017 NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y Q X  
lN ]RE: NEW Y O W  COUNTY ! NYCAI,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPHINE TAURASO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of PATRICK TAU'RASO, and JOSEPHINE j 
TAUMSQ, Individually, NO OPPOSITXON 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler? J,) 

I Index No.: 19Ol67/11 

I 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AM, ORDER 

! 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 
I 

Defendants. ; 

WHERETORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, puwant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissiiig 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

QRDEKED, 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. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 
3/33 ,2012 

~ 

Laura IS. Hollrnax~, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & K~UGER, F.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yark, New York 10004 

David A, ChatidIer, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

EARLY & STMUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 2&1 F&or APR 2 3 ?.%2 
New York, New York 10l'xo 

The Fairbanks Compaiiy Patrick Tauraso a r L  

(2 12) 509-3456 

.Y " 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COU1<T OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN ,RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part - j (Heitler, J.) 
THIS ~ ~ C U M E N T  REFERS TO: 

i Index No.: 190167/11 
JOSEPHINE TAUSRASO, as Administratrix for the i 
Estate of PATRICK TAURASO, and JOSEPHINE i 
TAURASO, Xndividually, : NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OKUEXi Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WFIEREFOR& defendant, Atwaod SG Momill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve 

and Controls USA, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Tiules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Atwoad & Mon-ill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, inzpropedy plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, 

Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated New York, Wew York 

Y -  
Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead Patrick Tauraso and Josephine Taurnsa 
as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc. 
MCGIWY & ICUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strect-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

David A. Chandler, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

EARLY & STRhUSS, LLc 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, Ncw Uork 1017kouNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

ApR 2 3 2012 

NEW YORK 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

/iG 

i 



SUPIU5ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORiK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
XN RE: NEW Y O l X  COUNTY i NYCAJ, 

ASBESTOS 1,XTIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 106695/02 
i HENRY WLLXS arid BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITI[QN 
i SUMMARY JUX)GmNT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC,, et aE, 

.--*-- Defendants, ,! 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

withaut costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Henry Willis and 3arbara M. Willis 
WEITZ & LWXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Treadwell Corporation 
McGrvwu & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yark 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

APR 2 3 

CLERK‘S OFFICE SO QRIIERED, 

NEW YORK 

6PQ 7 q7JQ ’ 1235-4625 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN CRESPO, as Administratix for the Estate 
of ELMER ALBERICO, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114013/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
1 -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
I 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
> d ( p  ,2012 

! 

ALBERICO, ELMER 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

97@ 

/I 
SO ORDERED, 

j .  +’ 
2383-25709 ..+ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK, 

I 

I 
A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATXON i I.A,S. Part 30 
_I.-- i [Heirler, J.) 
THIS DOCUM&T REFERS TO: 

GERALD W. BURGIN, as Executor for the Estate / 
of M E U E  G, BURGIN, 

: Index No.: 116958/05, 107221/02 

i NO OPPOSlTION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Defendants. ! 
-.-, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Trcadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumnlary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pmctice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

.cornplaint 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 arid cross claiiiis against 

de€endant, Treadwell Corporatioa, be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\ 

ApR 2 3 m2 Dated: New Yor New York 
,2012 $0 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Burgin, Merle G. 
MCGIWY & KLVCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (222) 555-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 2 3 5 4 2  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD AND THERESA 
BREETVELD, 

Plaintiff($), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendantfsl I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3- m ,2012 A 

Si'even Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Breetveld and Theresa Breetveld 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

kpR 132at I  
SO ORDERED, 

" I  L&. / - b b g  LA 324-7570 5& 

IN0133568-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 1 1 1588/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD AND THERESA 
BREETVELD, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defcndant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3-Q ,2012 

~V~CGIVNEY GLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Eugene Breetveld and Theresa Breetveld 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 500 p R  1 32017 

SO ORDERED, 
,>I .. 

1122-3043 

(NO1 33565-I} 



SUPREME COUKT OF 'THE S'I'A'I'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAT, 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126934/02, 104397/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD F. KELTY, JR. AND TERESA DAVIS 
KELTY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PKODUC'I'S CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Znc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Q i  
3d L@ ,2012 

A -  

tornf for Defendant 
Oakfa co Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kelty, Gerald F. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-589Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NfiW YORK ' 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

1 (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWIN MARSH, I 

Index No.: 190083/12 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, 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. 

COURTER & COMPANY, INC. 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

(N0133006-1) 

COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

bPQ 1 9 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWIN MARSH, I 

: Index No.: 190083/12 
I 
I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffis) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION with prejudice, 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. 

orneys for Plaintiff 
TREADWELL CORPORATION Edwin Marsh 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

{NO 133006-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I Index No.: 190083/12 
I 
I 

EDWIN MARSH, I 

Plaintiff( s) I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant (s) .  

WHEREFORE, defendant, OAKFABCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, 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 liereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 
(2 12) 558-5500 

APR 2 3 ?W 

NW-YMK 
CdUN 1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0133006-1} 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 2571-1236 

IN R m E W  YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107222/02, 1 13637/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER E. FLEMING AND CYNTHIA 
FLEMING, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. JNC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 
3- zsp ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant i r  

Oakfabco Inc. Fleming, Peter E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10004 New York. New York 10003 4 ?r /- 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON< 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN EIE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

' 1.A.S. Part 30 AS BEST0 S LXTI.GAT1ON 

TFIIS DOCUMENT REFERS T0-l" 

I RICHARD GALL1 arid DOROTHY GALLI, 

(Hei tler, S.) 

~ Plaintiffs, 

IndexNo.: 111436198, llI049/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MC)TION.AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S. NC., et a!, 

Dc€mdant s . 

WIEmFORE, defeiidant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby rcquests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation: with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no oppo'sition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon iiotice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be arid the samc are hereby dismissed with prejudice aid 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
yi;. ,2012 

4 
4 

Treadwell Corporation 
McGivmY & QUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, New Yorlc 10004 

D 
Richard Galli and Dorothy Cxalli APR 2 3 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

/' 

SO ORDER.ED, 

123520498 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN W: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

; I Index No.: 126934102, 104397/03 
GERALD F. KELTY, JR. AND TERESA DAVIS I 

KELTY, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 

I 

’ NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s) , I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Coma & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York,&w York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gerald F. Kelty, Jr. and Taesa D. Relty ’ 

- 

L E MCGIVNEY KLUGER, P.C. + $1 

.. ’t 
4 )  
1 :  

Attorneys f f r Defendants 

SO ORDERED, &* / 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

I ’  APR 2 3 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

‘ @ % U N l ” ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ W F I ~  I I  1 

1122-23967 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, 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. 

~ 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 126934/02, 104397/03 
I GERALD F. KELTY, JR. AND TERESA DAVIS 

KELTY, I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Dated: New York, New York 
3- ZLQ ,2012 

EUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants 

- 

1 
'APR 2 3 2012 '1 

b3' /- 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald F. Kelty, Jr, and Teresa D. Kelt 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 @y%%K'S OFFICE 

(2 12) 509-3456 bPEw NEwYORK 

SO ORDERED, s@ c w' * 
1235-23618 

4 

{NO 122549-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: I 10744/06, 126687/02; 
j 104638/03 THOMAS FESHOH AND SUSAN FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0 .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New rk New York 37q ,2012 

\ 

A ~ R  2 3  2W2 \ 
1 

f l f G 4 P z  I k l I .  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Feshoh, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, I ,.‘lii; / Hon. Sherry Klek Heitler bd‘ 

2383-27483 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
, COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126687/02, 104623/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
3)-39/7 ,2012 

- Am 2 3  7OlZ \ 

OUNTy CLERK'S OFFGE Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Holecek, lames W. HEW YORK 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

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 COIJNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126685/02, 103333/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS AND JEAN KAREN, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc.? be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

McGinnis, John H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. C L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  OFFICE 

Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW YOflK 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 

2571-1312 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 14S68/02, 

VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, Individually and f 
PAUL A. MONAGHAN as Personal Representative i 
for the Estates of JOHN J. MONAGHAN, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 , 2012 1 

A 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,c. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN FE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, Individually and 
PAUL A. MONAGHAN as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of JOHN J. MONAGHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114568/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

I 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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3x zcc ,2012 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, F.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23774 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 126935/02, 104 1 84/03 
! 

! NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES AND LILLIAN 
CHIRLES, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defkndant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4 ,2012 

-J 

APR 2 3  2Ol2 ' 
\ r '  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chirles, Renato Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. C ~ u ~ n  CLERKS OFFICE 
700 Broadway NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1325 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

~ Index No.: 126935/02, 1041 74/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

I complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

~ being no opposition thereto, 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
PJlaYlLz 24 ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Gill, Michael Patrick 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 APR 2 3 WEITZ & L U X E N B ~ R G , ~ . C .  * .  

700 Broadway 

Hon. She 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126935/02, 1041 84/03 

AS BE S TOS LI TI G A ?'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CflIK1,ES AND LILLIAN 
CHIRLES, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Ikfcndants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Jnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York w 2 (  ,2012 

<-<D Attorney for Plaintiffs 4 1 :  i t 

I 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Chides, Renato Joseph APR 2 3 2912 

NEW YORK 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, Pic, 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 ZQQ 
/- SO ORDERED, & @** 

Sbfi 

(2 12) 509-3456 

bQR ' ' 
WGdd 

1 122-23965 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES AND LILLIAN 
CHIRLE S, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126935/02, 1041 84/03 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

~ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M z( ,2012 

Roy Attorney Schwartz&sq./ for Defendant ~~ Attorney for Plaintiffs F I L E D  1 1 

APR 2 3 2°1z 
Treadwell Corporation Chirles, Renato Joseph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23616 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES AND LILLIAN 
CHIRLES. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126935/02, 1041 84/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
P.U-4 z( ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chirles, Renato Joseph 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.' 
700 Broadway APR 2 3 2012 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-259761, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10744/06, 126687/02; 
! 104638/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS FESHOH AND SUSAN FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND OROER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne3/#/w York 
,2012 

A 

. --', , -. . .,- - 
F \ L -  

bpp 2 3  m1 
Attorney for D e f e n h t  
Treadwell Corporation Feshoh, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

OFF\CE 
&WS 

(212) 509-3456 1212) 558-5500 rnLNi:,Gd YaBK 

Hon. S m l  

1235-23430 *e* 
,- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNlY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNlY j NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 126687/02, 104623/03 

JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation Holecek, James W. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PX. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

1235-23441 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAJ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10744106, 126687/02; 
j 104638/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS FESHOH AND SUSAN FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 
/ A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PEARL RABINO WITZ as Personal Representative 
For Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a/. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No.: 126934102, 10438 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ b v 4  Z( ,2012 

1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Rabinowitz, Walter 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

APR 2 3  20‘2 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25978AO 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PEARL RABINOWI'I'Z as Personal Representative 
For Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 104381/03 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary juclgment in L e  

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York w z/ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rabinowitz, Walter 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. @RKS 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway Gout?& Y O W  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 3 ml 
4 1 B h * "  / '  

I h .+ 
1 " ' 2571-589AO 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J+) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

; Index No.: 107005/02, 1 16225102, 
j 127310/02, 113567/02 

Plaintiffs, 

Defendants. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+%.4/I.z( ,201* 

T G\w&,Csq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton E. Jacobs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E Q  4 

4 
700 Broadway 3 2012 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 New York. New Yo& lob03 APR 2 

3D' . 2383-25730 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107005/02, 1 16225/02, 
127310/02, 113567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-:A, z.q.3han 7 * R \ uOluchh ,  Es 3 9  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Milton WEITZ & E. LUXENBERG, Jacobs P.C. F \ L E  D Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ;, 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 ------- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107005/02, 116225/02, 
127310/02, 113567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
d1( , 2 0 1 s  

Milton E, Jacobs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 APR 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 126935/02, 

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

7 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gill, Michael Patrick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

/ &. $)\O’* 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25916AJ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COlJNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EUGENE RISO, JR., 
I Index No.: 105151/03, 100731/03 
I 
I 

Plaint iff( s), I 
I 

-against- I 
I 

: NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant (9). I 

WHEREFORE, defcndant, Oakfabco, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 

c 

K e r p w  ok, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KL,IJGEK, P.C. 
Attorneys for Dcfeiidarits 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaint; 
Eugene Riso, Jr. &f b?R 2 

71-1340 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 108768/03 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.0,  SMITH CORPORATION, et al,, 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT, CO., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL 

EQUIPMENT, CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT, CO., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

M C M E Y  & KLUGER, I T -  
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment, Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT&- LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 0324-7481 

(N0133495-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 

I Index No.: 10876W03 

I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ' I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I 

6 
Roy kd%iiwart z, Jw. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Michael J. Russo and Car0 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

1122-20219 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0133495-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I (Heitler, J,> 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: i Index No.: 108768/03 
I 
I 
I MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 
I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TREAD WELL CORPORATION with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendmt, TREADWELL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael J. Russo and Carol Russo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 F I L E D  

APR 2 3 2012 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF~C 

EW YORK 
5-19699 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

~ (212) 558-5500 , 

APR 2 3 2012 
COUNTY CLERK'S  OFF^ ' I  

I . .- 
EW YORK Hon. Sherry Kleinlkeitler 5-19699 

(NO1 33495-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY AND MARGARET 
CASSIDY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 10441 7/03 

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 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ew York, New York L z/  ,2012 

I 

Ke&@4.'kook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

# 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
Attorney Cassidy, John for Plaintiffs T. o \ @  

hvR 2 3  2b'2 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 0 F W G  
New York, New York 10003 -, r\ EBK?., 

SO ORDERED, 

558-5500 e 
U 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH MOTT, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF EDWARD T. MO'TT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 100720/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 
c ' *  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward T. Mott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 rk looo3 APR 2 3 2012 (212) 509-3456 

coukr~ CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 79 9 ~~~~ fd ' 
/ u@** (NO1 2903 1-1 } 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123970/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN QUATTROCCHI, as Proposed 
Administrator for the Estate of DAMIANO 
QUATTROCCHI, / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aE. / 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-5lZo 1 ,2012 

a 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
QUA’ITROCCHI, DAMIANO 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7098 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
:I (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 123970/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN QUATTROCCHI, as Proposed 
Administrator for the Estate of DAMIANO 
QUATTROCCHI, / NO OPPOSITION 

I 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 
Defendants. : 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 p  ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation QUATTROCCHT, DWNO 
M C G W Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New Yorlc, New York 10003 APR 2 3 2012 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
1 "J c 5; 

- '  dd-@ 1235-18437 .. 'r?d 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

si4 ' 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i W C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 123970/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN QUATTROCCHI, as Proposed 
Administrator for the Estate of DAMLANO 
QUATTROCCHI, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs) i MOTXON AND O'RDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants, ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
31 ZQ ,2012 

m 
El L E D 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishtnan Liquidating Corp. QUAITROCCHI, DAMM 
M C G W Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York. New Yark 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127888/02 

102395/03 ROBERT VASSALLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Jaiie B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Robert Vassallo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-11323 fl CLEWS omcE 
GOW NizZVOwK 

(N0129031-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT VASSALLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
/ 

J sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Robert Vassallo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, APR 2 3 2012 1 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D & \  \ :, 
I 

c T > u ~  1.y CLERKS OFFICE 
2383-261 13AV NEW YORK 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF ‘I’HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE R. VIO€IL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK J. STTLA, 

P I ai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ei 01. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103869/06, 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courkr & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

E 
Kerr$&xLM. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 f 2) 509-3456 

700 Broadway APR 2 3  lo‘‘ 
New York, New York 10003 

couNn CLERKS Om= 

SO ORDERED, ).rJn m row 
/ 

4 Wb* .  
P b-,v y 

L1J-y 
1122-1063 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE R. VIOHL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK J. STILA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

N Y C A I., 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103869/06, 126681/02 

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^^?^,^^ York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendad 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 
c o u N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE (2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 55&#00 A&AP 

1235-577 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (IIeitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 103869/06, 126681/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'IION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE R. VIOHI,, as Executrix for the Estate of : 
FRANK J. STILA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

W Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 

A P d 3  2012 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000&ouNTv CLERK'S 

(21 2) 509-3456 - NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

, 2012 

I 

~ 

Stila, Frank J. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE R. WOE-IL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK J. STILA, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103869/06, 126681/02 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

MC lVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 road Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
Ne k York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

< ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

CHRlSANNE SCHWARTZ, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD L. 
STIEGLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard L. Stiegler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ApR ‘E3 t’t322 New York, New York I0003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, couN~y CLERK‘S 
NEW YORK 

1122-0182 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
j Index No.: 100089/03 

RICHARD L. STIEGLER, 
Plaintiffs ~ 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Richard L. Stiegler 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

i 
SO ORDERED, 1 

1 

(2 12) 509-3456 

y. CLERK'S OFFICE 

(NO128 123-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 100089/03 

CHRISANNE SCHWARTZ, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD L. 
STIEGLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esb. 

New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OmERED, - 

4 .  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ’ , ?^ 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Richard L. Stiegler 
WElTZ & LIJXLN~ERG, P.C. 

F Y  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
2082-11340 MEW YORW 

{ NO1 2903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISANNE SCHWARTZ, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD I,. 
STIEGLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCR ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York .i?;/l" 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard L. Stiegler 
WEITZ & LUXENHERG, P.C. 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

3 
(212) 509-3456 I L E D  

I ' APR 2 3 2012 SO ORDERED, 

{ NO12903 1-1 } 



~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS LYNNE STACK, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL STACK AND 
PHYLLIS LYNNE STACK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 100340/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Pldntiffs 
Estate of Paul Stack 
WEI'I%&LUXI.:NR~HG,P.C. F 1 L E Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 A p ~  2 3 2o\l 

SO ORDERED, GouN N ~ w ~ O R K  

York 10!03 I 
(2 12) 509-3456 

fi CLERKS OFFIS 

2383-26185 

(N0042173-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATTON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
PEARL RABINOWITZ as Personal Representative 
For Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 10438 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby request 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 
h%..& z (  ,2012 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
Attorney Rabinowitz, M , , L € Q  for Walter Plaintiffs 

d* 

ApR 2 3  ‘‘‘I * 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20642 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Ileitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02, 104381/03 
PEARL RABINOWITZ as Personal Representative 
For Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., st al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment i 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
fhm4i z /  ,2012 

Roy Schwartz, 
Attorney for D 
Treadwell Corporation Rabinowitz, Walter 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLERK’S OFFIE 
GOuN NEwYORK - 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20135 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFRED E. SMITH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113616104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

lF&d! 3luuIlz. 
i .  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

t 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: 

RAYMOND F. WEBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112954/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-ent 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint agi 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs, 

w: ah/12 

297 ,- 

el, Esq. Jd 

PHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

I b E  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

-, APE 2 3 201; 
I 

COUNTY CLERKS C 
NEW YOAK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1/03 

DORIEL EDWARDS, 105 165/03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. Doriel Edwards 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

2082-1 1365 

(NO1 2903 1 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10073 1/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORTEI, EDWARDS, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OKDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
q / L 7 , 2 0 1 2  c 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Doriel Edwards 
MCCIVNW & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBEKC;, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(2 12) 509-3456 
ApR 2 3 20'2 

nb;s OFFICE SO ORDERED, 
coum CliyCIHK 

NEW 
2383-26196P 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100282/03 

EDMOND HERMAN, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ABRAHAM HERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs z 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Abraham Herman 
WElTZ & LIJXTXENRLRG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

10003 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A?R 2 3 2012 
CLERK‘S OFFICE 2082-1[$3 1 ‘‘!@$JEW 3 YORK 

(NO12903 1-1 } 
_..* - . . 6 .  

sKH c Vu”” * *  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDMOND HERMAN, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ABRAHAM HERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100282/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y , N w York qh e ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Abraham Herman 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  I 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

APR 2 3 2012 SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY AND BERNICE A. 
HICKEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125965/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc.. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Hickey, Rolland E. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 ork 10003 pr'; +7 3 ;4r42 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SKH 1 122-2 I460 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 113473/04 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

DOROTHY CULLENS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH L. CULLENS 
AND DOROTHY CULLENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintifqs), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I 

Defendant( s). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, 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 
y / J  ,2012 

FGIVNEY ~JLWER, P.C. 
Attorneys fo efendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff P 

r 

I 

Estate of Joseph L. Cullens + 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0135376-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 1 13473104 
DOROTHY CULLENS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH L. CULLENS 
AND DOROTHY CULLENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I 

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION Plaintiff(s), 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 York, New York 
y l r  ’ ,2012 

~ M C G I V N E Y  P.C. 
Attorneys fo efendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph L. Cullens F 1 L E 

r 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 AP?, 2 3  ’5 :-r n12 

I .. 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N013$381-1) 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

: (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 113473/04 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 30 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 

DOROTHY CULLENS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH L. CULLENS 
AND DOROTHY CULLENS, INDIVIDUALLY, I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et a]., : 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a 
-LED WElTZ Attorneys & LUXENBEKG, for Plaintiff P.C. 

Estate of Joseph L. Cullens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

APR 2 3 2012 

C"yx#fp$FFlCF (21 2) 509-3456 - E.QR 
\ &Did: /--+ 

Î  $ci " \ .. i l -  SO ORDERED, t\ * 

2383-26989 

{N0135385-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1/03 

KATHRYN D'AGOSTINO, AS 105 170/03 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MICHAEL J. D'AGOSTINO AND KATHRYN 
D'AGOSTINO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. I 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Michael J. D'Agostino 
WEI I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

D 
New York, New York 10003 APR 2 3  "" 

OFFICE 

2082-1 1364 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO I2903 1 - 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125965/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY AND BERNICE A. 
HICKEY, 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

~ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby reqi 2sts ummary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

2383-25707 



SUPREME COUR’I’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 126935/02, 104155/03 

ASBESTOS I,ITIGA‘I’ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ROT’EISTETN AND HELEN 
RO‘I’I {STEIN, 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el 01. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwcll Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M, 7,/ ,2012 

A 

Attorney 6 Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attomev for Plaintiffs 
Rothstein, Martin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

1235-23626 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10744/06, 126687/02; 
i 104638/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS FESHOH AND SUSAN FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, Ne York 
+j \, 2012 

Feshoh, Thomas 
GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway &pR 2 3 m'p 'I 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York I0003 

I 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
/ 

</ 
SO ORDERED, 

6 ,  

. v i . [ ,  t . 
v.. 

2571 -1302 


