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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

: Index No.: 114016/02

JOHN R. CARR AND SAMUEL L. CARR, AS

CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR

THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. CARR, !

{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT

! MOTION AND ORDER
-against- E

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 ew York

B ok

T ’ N (_..\ .
Mgeel <20

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. -
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘ D \
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Joseph E. Carr ‘ L E -
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 q{ 3 0 02
New York, New York 10004 MA CE
(212) 509-3456 L ) OFFY
T Mo
COUNT [gw YOI
SO ORDERED, _ . T
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler f»s-'\"( 4Y ‘Nﬂ
M h 1122-18979 .
. _ A
{NO143323-1} e C\ld & D\d- /




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

Index No.: 122017/98,
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 116680/06

MICHAEL P. LONG,

Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 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
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.
Dated: S l IS ,2012 - - s
New York, New York " ‘
FILED,

‘ %K\ﬁ T WAT-3-0 2012
Ortiz, Esq. Bcn]an:Lﬁ' Lﬁeatheis, Esq. *
ITZ & LUXENBERG, PLC. SEGAL M¢ ¢ CLERKS OFFICE i

e

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.”"" |y YORK A
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, b
Hof. Sherry Kiein Hettler 1
AN\
gt
s | /
W




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

ROSE COSTELLQ, Individually and as INDEX NO.: 110088/99
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES G.

COSTELLO,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
VS, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.C. & S, INC,,ET AL. ORDER

Defendants.

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th FL

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

M

© NEW YORK

Y 1 Q 0\

|

e il

s I

e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
i Index No.: 108355/00, 110330/00
JOSEPH E. BRUNS and CELIA BRUNS, ‘

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

A. Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y Naw York
,2012

Matthew D. %a;n{))ar, Esq. ' o \
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ ‘M : E_. D
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Bruns, Joseph E.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 2002
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, Ne 003" T CLERKS OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 85500 COUN NEW YORK

e AT

" Y %
l‘i )

SO ORDERED,

324-5100L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 123481/00
X

GEORGE J. SABO, JR., as the Executor for the Estate of
GEORGE J. SABO, and EMMA SABO, Individually,

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
PACCAR, INC,, et al.,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC,, and its unincorporated division PETERBILT
MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

FILED

Dated: New York, New York :
“—5 / / Z L2012 MAY 3 0 2012
E i)
R OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Frank M. Ortlz, Esq T ‘\: \ﬂ‘er Budner, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg AN SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHO , LTD.
New York, NY 10003 850 Th‘;g(ﬁii“{g’o Suite 1100
SO ORDERED, A\
Hon. Shéer9/Rie \‘\ﬂq\\ /
Wt
>V
ol




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
lLA.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, )
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 111940/03
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR NO OPPOSITION
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, INVIDIDUALLY MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

vidas

DATED: CM\LNew York

WY R. KAGAN, ESCY JOHXE. RICHMOND, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Elizabeth S. McDonald, as Executrix for the
Kohler Co. Estate of Robert McDonald and Elizabeth S.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 McDonald, individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway

New York, NY #6Q03

HOAGLAND, LONGO SO ORDERED: 3 \

NORAADLRST 3 SHERRY KLﬂNq?T‘EL E—-D—— ‘
? A

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
NORTH JERSEY .
et A

NEW BRUNSIMICK; M , “b\{ 1 '1 7_“\1- MAY 3 0 4

OFFICE
WL TSEVS ML RO & U\d ,/’t' l:V\I 5:;‘%{

SUNTE 202 ,
HAMMONTON, NJ T e
Loe
Y




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

Index No.: 119400/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HAROLD JOYCE,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

|
Dated: S//(,/ \ , 201\

’ﬁﬁigw 5 | ot ——

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jenniér L. Budner, Esq. 3

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C> SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE D \

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTF \ \. E ‘

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain WEL 2012

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 oFFICE
New York, NY 10022 oy CLERKS
(212) 651-7500 COUN' L pw YoRK - —

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S Heitler o = WA




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

_ Index No.: 110960/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RONALD E. KING, NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-
McLain with prejudice, and there b"éing no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain.bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: S, g Y 201N
' New York, New York

-

\ IS
.Tl e N. Megerfan] Esq. F % ‘"ED .

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attomeys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. .,y 30 1%
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant W | FFIGE
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain RS OFE
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1od G W yoRk
New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED, L |

Hon. Shegr eitler “AY 17 m :

sk




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE
O'CONNOR,

Plaintiffs,
-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

| (Heitler, J.)
' Index No.: 111223/01, 120767/01
| NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and there betng 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 Yoyk, Ndw York 30 (A
,2012 MAY cE
KS OFF\
T O aK
COUN NEW YOR
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. gy
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs N
Tishman Liquidating Corp. O'Connor, Donald
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 .
(212) 509-3456 L2 e
SO ORDERED, W (- _——
Hoﬁhtlsq@ eitler _geb Y
-




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
| Index No.: 111223/01, 120767/01
DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE :
O'CONNOR, !
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

COStS.

Dated: New Yoyk, N¢w York Fli L E D o
, 2012 !

| | MAY 3 0 2012
/ :
: o ERK FICE
NTY.CLERK'S OF
— L cou ~NEW YORK
stin Kasmir, Esq. N

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Oakfabco Inc. O'Connor, Donald

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York:New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 ) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

A
Horf ¢ Shen%hﬂ{eitler \'\s{
&
‘?\@2@ 2571-1833




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
Index No.: 111228/01, 121562/01;
JOHN MULCAHY, 107622/06
Plaintiffs, :
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New ‘k, Ne\rr York F I L E D .

D ile ] 2012 MAY 3 0 2012

| RS COUN ' CLERX'S OFFICE
ﬂ(\ Tl NEWYOK
- oy yww" N

Matthew D.\Smp’ar, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Mulcahy, John

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler }J": :

324-6208AG

1]

a4

|




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LAS. Part 30

i (Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
| Index No.: 111223/01, 120767/01
DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE |
O'CONNOR, :
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yok, Nef York ;
St FILED

B  MAY 30 2012
VW\H ‘‘‘‘‘‘ | e ;_,;,;m;-;’ C1LERK'S OFFICE

Matthew D. Sant(_@), Esq. o NEWYORK
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs e
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company O'Connor, Donald
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ’
(212) 509-3456 | (212) 558-5500 p M
\‘\N( \ N\
SO ORDERED, sl —
Hon. Sherry Kl¥in Heitler o) AoV
B\

324-5986AH




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
- | (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
t Index No.: 111223/01,
DONALD O'CONNOR, i
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 YorR, New York
el |\, 2012

. . g OFF E

Kerr ook, Esq. COUNTY G \‘(Si?K
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NE\N
Courter & Company, Inc. O'CONNOR, DONALD
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, q 11 "

Hon. Sherry KiemiHeitler “h

1122-8617




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: '

| Index No.: 111223/01, 120767/01
DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE ;
O'CONNOR, :
. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' 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 § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New Y?rlnlgiw York Fl LE D _

5 ,2012
| MAY 3 0 2012

e ICE
| il CLERKS OFF
% ; _ : . ‘»/UUL% _NE‘ YOHK

Kerryahme-€00k, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation O'Connor, Donald
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, _ 4" m
Hon. Sherry Klein Neitler “b\' -

.
et —

1235-1040




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

" Index No.: 111223/01, 120767/01
DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE :
O'CONNOR, |
: NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al.

Defendants.

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 YgrRk, New York
\fﬂ Fw‘i 2012

FILED
MAY 30 2017

~ v CLERK'S OFFIG
_ NEW YORK =

ok

JamiéB. Cooper‘; Esq./
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCcGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

g

Attorney for Plaintiffs
O'Connor, Donald

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York;New York 10003

) 558-5500 L
1'ﬂ-m

“%A ‘54

Hon. Sher}y/ Klein Heitler

a/

[

2082-11849




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
PQBOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWCK; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'SMILLRD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOMN, #b)

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
[.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-111222

SALVATORE J. PENSAVALLE and JEANNE E. NO OPPOSITION
PENSAVALLE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

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

~ O o

FRANK M. ORTIZ,ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiffs,

Salvatore J. Pensavalle and Jeanne E.
Pensavalle

700 Broadway

New York, NY 100

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

H[2

MONICA R. KOSTR2GW&, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

H ble Sh Klein Heitl
onorable Sherry Klein elMeXY 30 2012

_ GO Y CLERK'S OFFI(

m NEW YORK

K i
“ RN _-/

[E




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY [.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 00-106981

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

A.C. &S, INC.,, ETAL

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

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

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

DATED: AI\PM 20, 201,

ew Brunswick, NJ

AR A WL T St

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE/ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Thomas Williams and Anne Williams
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 , ;
MORAN, DURS T3~ SO ORDERED: _ |
g?lf'ggﬁétgpm Law Hon. Shekwkiein Hei A
HORTH iRy \“" & . 1RKS OFFICE
PO BOX 480 NEW YORK
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ
T 0 o
SUITE 202 Al
MAIRAR IR
BZ-FLOW~-7




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

. Index No.: 111235/01, 118298/01
MARY ANN BERGQUIST, as Executrix for the
Estate of HENRY BERGQUIST and MARY ANN
BERGQUIST, Individually,

: NO OPPOSITION
o SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ngzvﬁrk,N York
((Q‘ ,2012

Matth 'Bﬁampar, Esq. S D
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘“&‘” E- *
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Bergquist, Henry F
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA'( 9 \! ?.WW-
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - OFF\C’E
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ! u,;’"_'ﬂKJ
(212) 509-3456 5500 St EW YOR

q o\t

SO ORDERED,

y . in'Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, I.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 123077/01
NO OPPOSITION
ROBERT CASTORINA SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

COSts.

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

ﬂ%«a/ Yoak .2012

MAY 3 0 2012
Qemﬁ CLERK'S OFFICE
Pha Alvarado, Esq. “Rosario Chetta Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Carl W. Schneider, et al, Morse Diesel Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
SO ORDERED, Dated: oM
Hon. Sherfy#leinHeitler “N‘ A Y

s




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

------------------------------------------------------------------ x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 120391/01
------------------- X 104304/02
MICHAEL O. FLYNN and MARIE FL YNN
Plaintiffs, NQ OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
PACCAR, INC,, et al,,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Defendants.

-------------------- - »-u-uu-_--—----w---_-..x_

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT
MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

PACCAR be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

S / /2012
7 r/ /&\

Wm M kol § A~V - Jennifer Budner, Esq. :

Weitz & Luxenberg SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SING L E “ ] }K,‘

Attorney for Plaintiffs X&‘LHONE{Y BI'P dat PACE L

700 Broadway omeys 1or Lieten ant | Inc. :

: 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 ax 30 Wi

New York, NY 10003 New York. NV 10022 Wil e
C e

SO ORDERED,
(A" W\l

o




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

Index No.: 120432/01
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JAMES FLEMING,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff{s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
- against - .
WEIL-MCLALIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.
Dated: __ 9 // 4 L, 20
New York, New York
O K QB _
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. a
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE D )
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, ‘ ‘ E . %
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant A .
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain {30 i \
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 Wk aCE |
New York, NY 10022 O eRRSOFEE
1-7500 COU B NORK e
SO ORDERED, )
Hon. SKerrpKletiY Heitler o8
y
. A 9 .4'/
%\b” I » <




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : L.A.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
X
Index No. 119383/00
RAYMOND M. KORONOWSKI JR. NO OPPOSITION
ot SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests‘summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon noticé 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.

P

Dated: New York, New York
5/t¢ (2002

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Arttorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Weil-McLain

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

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

SO ORDERED,




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 105480/01

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

STANLEY J. KREVETSK],

Plaintiff(s),
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal,,
Defendants,

to either party. ‘

Dated: 5—_//7 \,203\

New York, New York

o
-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-

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

utigy

Frank Ortiz, Esq NSy

WEITZ & LUXENBERG .C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

{Talene N. Megeri
EGAL McCA B DGE
SINGER & MAHONLEY, LTD.

Attomeys for Defendant F ! !m E D

Weil-McLain

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

12) 651-7500

New York, NY 10022 MAY 3 0 2012

COUNTY CLEBK'S OFFICE

SKH - Revd

NEW YORK

g DIt — -

W

|




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

Index No.: 121118-01
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATALE GRILLQ, MOTION
Plaintiff(s),
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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: 8-//Y , 201N
New York, New York

N ea )7 N/ A e

Frank Oriz, Esq— ZW (P F(Jj, Tenthifer L. Budner, Esq. N
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE ‘ L E D !
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LT D.F ) -
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ;
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain MAY 3 0 M
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 < OFFICE

New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERKS &

NEW YORK

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
t Index No.: 126934/02, 104385/03
DONALD K. MURPHY, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Negi\r}j,@‘fw’ﬁz{g?é g““ L E D

Wiy 30 280
| g . OFFICE
“ oo EpKS OFF
[/1 /A/\ . CoUNTIRNNORK
Matthew D. Wan Esq. .
Attorney for Refendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Murphy, Donald K.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, 1 m
Hon. Sherry Klein Mitler W N{ e
3 ,L \‘u‘i\.d-‘ /

324-7235AK




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LA

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON 8T
PO.BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSWICK, NJ

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107102
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JEFFREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS

against

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED:5/q/L;LNew York, New York

AT 2 Jt

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Jeffrey A. Zayas and Susan Zayas

700 Broadway F I L E D

New York, NY 10003
MAY 3 0 2012

SO ORDERED: OURNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE
Hon. She\rryfkleinﬁﬁmet NEW YORK
88

y V\Q“Q

L

MELISSA BARRELLA, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

&0\6'-

LN

Z-FLOW-6




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-128024
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

RICHARD VOSSELER AND LORETTA

VOSSELER

against

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

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

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

New York, New York

Borll 249, 2>l 2 '
///PWC/
/.

PHAN ALVARADO, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *
Attorneys for Plaintiff( 5

Richard Vosseler and ett \Ls D .
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

2

DATED:

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

MAY 3 0 2012

SO ORDERED:




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEY'S AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, hJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107457

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO AND PATRICIA NO OPPOSITION
MANCUSO SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED:S Mn-New York

ShOEEMEIRSHHTFZESE-Oavid T. Larry
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Joseph A. Mancuso and Patricia Mancuso
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESCr.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohier Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEIN H ITL!R

MAY 3 0 2012

"RK'S OFFICE
W e

(Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

\ Index No.: 120709/02, 127704/02
PHYLLIS M. BOGGS, as Executrix for the Estate
of ROY F. BOGGS, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New k, Ndw York
,2012

Matthdw D.[Sapar, Esq. ) \
Attorney fO@Z”;endant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘L E- D -

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Boggs, Roy F. 2
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA‘( 3 0 ?_D\
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ‘ OFF\CE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ey CLERKS )
(212) 509-3456 500 COVM! Lew YORK
SO ORDERED \J\N{ V1 /‘
erry &0‘(3
A
LW
)

iy 324-6813K




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
SIDNEY L. BROWN, INDEX NO.: 113731/02
Plaintiff(s),
VS.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG «-::g;\ .C. E D

Attorneys for Plaintiffs iley, Inc F
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway 7
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 Mﬁf" 39 200
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 S OFF\GE
INTY E\N +ORK
\(‘ R "LW\'L
SO ORDERED: A WA L
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 3 &D\d' '

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JOSEPH E. CARR,

Plaintiff(s),

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
ET AL.

Defendants.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 114016/02

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th FL

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

WATERS/McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. .
! Attorneys(for DBARiley, Inc. )

233 Broadway FI LE D ‘

New York, New York 10279 ‘ ’

(212) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012

QUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK o

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler N R ?'




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
AGNES CESTARE, INDEX NO.: 116052/02
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
ET AL.

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

oy 10,2012

AN

- Al
gt g

! w

r. oY

'7,@ K g "\* ;

{ e, Yo #
mw\}“"j e ot

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PTE\\
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ‘
700 Broadway, 6th FL

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Gl( ovanni Regiia

~sq.
WATERS, McPHERSON, MeNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for DB

233 Broad ley’IF I L E D . ‘
i

New York, New York 10279
S oorage MAY 3 0 2012

(212) 227-7878
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
-~ NEW YORK

Hon. Sher@’Kigin Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
JOAN JOHNSON, Individually and as

JOHNSON,

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET
AL.

Defendants.

Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES F.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 121477/02

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

s H
A " i " T %:i.
R # ! o i, rur’ _
7 A S . }}
Lo i ¥ EAT i. R . et
Dt

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ff“«
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th FL.

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

egin Esq.

Attorneys fo Riley, Inc.

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279 MAY 3 0 2012
(212) 227-7878 ~CLu.. 7 CLFRK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

, McPHIERSON, Mc]FILl., lcED | 1

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, Individu-
ally and PAUL A, MONAGHAN as
Personal Representative for the Estates
of JOHN J. MONAGHAN and
VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN,
Plaintiff(s),

VS,

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

Defendants,

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 114568/02

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

M/O/Z/a/z/

. . ™
P )
¢ 3 i ; s H

o

i i ¥
s :4h ,
oy .

)
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

v
e
T, &

SO ORDERED:

\LED

Gio¥anni R gina, [Esq. MAY 30 s
WATERS, McPHERSON, MNEILL, P.C, . caws OFFICE
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. COU‘“\‘(\\EW YORK

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878 ‘ .
I

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, as Adminis- INDEX NO.: 123165/02

tratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J.
LUNGA, and VERONICA K. LUNGA,

Individually, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Vs, ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET

AL.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Moy 10, 2oy 2

i

F e ; £ o e
o
”M:% Liovanni gina, \£sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "~ WATERS/McPHERSON, MCNEF«, ‘CL E D
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys fo Riley, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th FL. 233 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 cE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 G CLERK'S OFF!
COUNT:lEW YORK
MY 18 70
SO ORDERED: -p.é \
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 8 D{d‘. /

g~ R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
JOSEPH LAUER, INDEX NO.: 127317/02
Plaintiff(s),
vS. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.OQ. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET JUDGMENT MOTION AND
AL. ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

M / 0 Z@/ 7
w’}éw, - L ).-';';\131 .

\‘f}‘«. anm Regina) Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ATERS cPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys fi Riley, Inc. 9
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway '
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 F ' l..,.. E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 :
MAY 3 0 2012
(VTR ‘.:;JEH:‘('S OFF!CE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sheffy/Klein Heitler “b‘( R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the INDEX NO.: 125213/02
Estate of JOHN MURRAY, and SHARON

MURRAY, Individually,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
V8. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET ORDER

AL.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

" vi““:’:"!%hru\‘ !,/;'"' o {L
L - _"‘“\ - “f_.. A . "H;‘ .‘
T :’6 Gi : : sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATER$S, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneyy for Riley, IncFM 1. B B |
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway L E D . ‘4
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012
CUuivi 1 CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK e
SO ORDERED: o Al
QB

Hon. Sherry Klein Mditler Wg{ A




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
ELMER ALBERICO, INDEX NO.: 114013/02
Plaintiff(s),
Vs.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

mai?® g\\‘} &f; o »..g_.w

!'ﬂ“*m R yf*-;[ )" Lo,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C‘.\"

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th Fl1.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

et
o FLLED
Ri

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. o 20
233 Broadway MAY 3 o
New York, New York 10279 cRKS OFF!

] Gl ( R L
(212) 227-7878 YO ({Sﬂ

\Ab“ a8
(O —

LY

’ \,l
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
GEORGE E. ALLEN, INDEX NO.: 122052/02
Plaintiff(s),
VS,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

z‘”m;"\px;ea:f L {_‘,ﬁv"‘ib "-’nm»"“}{i- |

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '\§

 McPHERSON, MCTFL‘,I‘S. E D

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneyy for DB Riley, Inc

700 Broadway, 6th Fl1. 233 Broadwa

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 MAY 3 0 20C

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 COUNTY CLERK gKoFF;cg

YO ;
W -
A ® ,
SO ORDERED: 7 3’\‘5\! /
Hon. Sherry Kléin Heitler \6

"
¢

A
[N A




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

Index No.: 122041/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOSEPH LEVESQUE, NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION
~ against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: 3— ( 20/2,

w New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. « W athers,
WEITZ & LUXENBE P, McCA DCE ‘

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, L'ED.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 830 Third Avenue, Suite 400

New York, NY 10022 C,O'un ,
212) 651-7500 e

SO ORDERED,

o
Hofi. Sherry Kfein Heitler \'\&l \ &0\6'- /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 102837/02
e X
JOHN J. O’BRIEN,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
PACCAR, INC,, et al.,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
. e X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT
MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

5: .
— ‘Zf? A

(\ / ” ;2‘”\

P e  Ponae! Fra JermifeyBudner, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. \
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10022 F ‘ L \ \
X, N ]
MAY 3 0 2012
SO ORDERED, -
I Ty CLERKS OFFICE
on. COUN
NEW YORK




From: FAXmaker To: 12126517459 Page: 3/6 Date: 9/27/2010 9:38:13 AM

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 112375/02

-

MICHAEL GACH, NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-MOTION
- against -
AC and 8, INC., (ARMSGTRONG

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-
McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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: OT/ 47 , 2018,
New York, New York
Franle-Ostiz;-Feq, ‘07;:7:'{’74.. b u¢y JennMer L. Budner, Esq. E, D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 7% SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE \
Attomeys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. A1
700 Broadway Attomeys for Defendant ' \ Q (Al
* New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain W oFF\CE
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 ) C\ﬁx«:’% ” s
New York, NY 10022 GOV e YOR
SO ORDERED, )
Hon. Sherry. (Y] AY A7 ?“‘.l
- ’;Q(;"Vﬂ & Dtd'. /
S

This fax was sent with GF| FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/iwww.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index :.106508/02
X 11

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. and JEANNE LA DIEU,

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
PACCAR, INC,, et al,,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT
MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

FILED

Dated: New York, New York

£l
el

S/1Y o MAY 30 2002
o 'k..;’ N‘"‘-’g.rl s'r'v-,.*l-”-:, A ¥ uLERKS OF F‘CE
¢ 1 i A . o (\/ NEW YORK .
s }"Qa PRl ot ! Ve 'x:’
Frank M Ortlz, Esq Y Jermifed Budner, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg A SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorney for Plaintiffs | %&HONEE’ I]STtI‘) tant PACCAR I
700 Broadway meys or Detendal c.
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klin Heitler




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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

 Index No.: 114016/02
JOHN R. CARR AND SAMUEL L. CARR, AS
CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR
THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. CARR, :
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ;

AC &S,INC, etal,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New %oflngw York .
| L 2012 jg E )
¥4 e
Mivase

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Estate of Joseph E. Carr
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

" "1)‘3 -18842
A

Hon. Sherry Klein Rleitler

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLALS. Part 30
! (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 116052/02
RALPH CESTARE, AS PROPOSED =
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF AGNES

CESTARE, ;
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S,INC, etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated; New fk,%!\fw York
\ |l | , 2012

=N

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attormey for Plaintiffs

Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Agnes Cestare _ “‘ L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F * *
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MMMMM - o
New York, New York 10004 e York 10003 MAY 307
212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500
( ) ) ¥ l o g,"ﬂ’\ 'S OFF‘GE-
Coui oW YORK ;a
SO ORDERED,
Hon. 1 9 1“\1'
“ﬁ{ yw
oW
M

{N0143323-1} @




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 118277/02
DIANE WILSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE

OF CHARLES J. WILSON, ;
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A C&S.,INC., etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursvant 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 ew York
oy b v N
ZWMM&@— TRl

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation Estate of Charles J. Wilson o 210
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Wi 3 CE

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway CAKS OFF ‘
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 c OUNN cu! \(OP‘\‘ -

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

SO ORDERED,

W
&, OF —

W
6\(\\’\ o0 1235-1953

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

' (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5
: Index No.: 113499/03, 111622/03
FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

EILED |

Dated: New Y ,\Ne York
,2012 MAY 30 2012

vy CL
}/l /k\ SR COUNT {gw YORK

Matthew D. SAmpay, Esq. :

prejudice and without costs.

Attorney for Deferidant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Pecci, Frank

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ; (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, \
Honwwatler . Q&Q



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

I\ RIT: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)

{111$ DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
 Index No.: 113499/03, 111622/03
FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, '

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
jidgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
sLantiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
ni 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

Uated: New Y)'% New York

w‘l(,_O,2012 Fl L_EDﬂll

\
MAY 3 0 2012
L Q0w . GRKS OFFICE
Y A - PREEEY i_. AL ’QRK
e 4 Cook, Esq. e
Atiorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs '
Cewrter & Company, Inc. Pecci, Frank
O CHVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
~ew York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212)509-3456 , 558-5500
S0 ORDERED, o M
HonrSh ewHeitler

/\

1122-3037

4
! :
) ¢




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 113499/03, 111622/03
FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, 3
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- { MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

—_—

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 Yogrk, New York
2012

icole Wesselmann, Esq.

FILED
MAY 3 0 2012

' FICE
UNTY CLERK'S OF
CcoL N NEW YORK

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Pecci, Frank

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & [LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

2383-26482




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 113499/03, 111622/03
FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

A
Dated: New }]rk, Niw York ‘ 1 L E ‘3 b
D] 2012
| MAY 3 0 2012
' ICE
JNTY CLERK'S OFF

COUNTREWYORK
Kerr M. (Jok, Esq .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Pecci, Frank
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, 10003
(212) 509-3456 -5500
SO ORDERED, L Al

Howr: herrMé-f eitler LA

LT 1235.2587
4




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION P LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
i Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA :

INCANTALUPO, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ : MOTION AND ORDER
-against- :

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 § 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
, 2012

Jamit’B. Cooper, Esq. — FW“‘EW’E D i’

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintifts A

Kentile Floors, Inc. Incantalupo, Frank y 2012
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway , ICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COUNTY EVLVE\?SSKOFF
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500__ . . qN .

\{ g o\

3 e " ﬂw—_——'-‘.‘
SO ORDERED, [ <L WA \Oh /
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler "\lQ &-D

Q&

i 2082-11888




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

‘N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

11118 DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
! Index No.: 111590/03, 111962/03
GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- + MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

waplaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
neitig no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

ated: New Neaw York
,2012

Meais Attorney for Plaintiffs
“ruadwell Corporation Gdowski, George

Wi CivNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. e
&0 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F l L E D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 )
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAY 3 0 2012

L Livg v ULERKS OFFICE
3() ORDERED, : ﬂ'ﬂ NEW YQRK

Hon. StérryK fermMHeitler &( A )
o
1235-1484

o’




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 111590/03, 111962/03
GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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
( ,2012

T - S e g e
) i ; i
: . - il ' PR
s £ ' R 1
. b S W
w A4 T

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F E t_”",_‘ E D
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Gdowski, George ‘
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway "
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 LS OFFICE g
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 YORK
W\ \'\ /
SO ORDERED, \\ o
Hon. Sher‘f? Klein Heitler Q\C}@v
6\@?\ 2383-26426F




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
i Index No.: 111590/03, 111962/03
GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, !

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | 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 § 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
, 2012

s

.usqu. e gren
Attortiey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Oakfabco Inc. Gdowski, George

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E D .

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ?

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 30 n

(212) 509-3456 | LLERKS OFFICE
(_4 VI | NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

\AN o /

2571-1861




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 114319/03, 111642/03
CLIFFORD W. HYDE, JR. as Administrator for
the Estate of CLIFFORD W. HYDE, SR. and

REGINA R. HYDE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
o ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs,  MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y k, Ngw York
, 2012

Matthew D.vSampar, Esq. \

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Hyde, Clifford W. Sr. F | L E D )
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 cE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500- COUNTY CLERKS OFFl
&W YORK
SO ORDERED, { an? /
Hon. Sherry Kiéin Nettler \\ Q\d
QB

St 3247650



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
. Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA !
INCANTALUPO, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. . MOTION AND ORDER
-agamst- :

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2012

i

Matthew Wpar, Esq. g :
Attorney forDéfendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F “ ' E D .

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Incantalupo, Frank
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. 0 2012 i
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 .
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 1 £aK's OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 .. Comnvt L ORK
SO ORDERED, . W AR /“‘!‘\
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler O
A
,4“O
Y L)

324-7626




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

| Index No.: 111041/03,
RAYMOND E. EVRARD, SR. and JEANETTE
EVRARD, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Ygrk, New York
, 2012

Matthew I¥Sa par, Esq.

Attorney forDefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F I L E D ‘

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Evrard, Raymond E. Sr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456 OUNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

ew York, New York 1000

B=3500 qu“

SO ORDERED, _ L7
Hon. SheTry Klein Heitler ?\0\16

324-7577



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LAS. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 111592/03,
ARILENE BARTH, as Personal for the Estate of
ELIAS GAFFEN and ARLENE BARTH, as

Personal Representative for the Estate of . NO OPPOSITION
DOROTHY GAFFEN, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

i

Matthew D. %/npar, Esq. F\‘ L E D
Attorney for Pefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Gaften, Elias 02
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 302
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

¥6ik10003 ~ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

New York, New York 10004 NEW YORK

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh&u‘ljdein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 111590/03, 111962/03
GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y, Néw York

,2012
Matthew [&\.Sémpar, Esq. W
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Gdowski, George E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F “ Lu )
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 ew York

0003 WAy 30 21

212) 509-3456
: GOUNTY oLERggKOFF\cE
Y ’
SO ORDERED, % ¥ :
Hon. Sherr§ Klein Heitler 3
coyd & ot —"
ru ) o T o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 111590/03, 111962/03
GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI,

: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Ne\i/\_%n?\(ii\lg |

York
,2012

Kerryaﬁﬁ M, _Q06k, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

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

SO ORDERED,

Gdowski, George

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 100
(212) 558-55

ILED

MAY. 3.0 2012

COUNTY I ) OFFICE
' W.YQRK.

“b\{ ‘\"

g

d




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 111593/03, 111966/03
EMANUEL DE-BISCEGLIA and ANNA DE- 1
BISCEGLIA, ;
. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yovk, New York
,2012

Matthew D. S pak, Esq.

Attorney for Refeddant Attorney for Plaintiffs e 0 - \
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company De-Bisceglia, Emanuel \’
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ '1“\1' )
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway q % ?\oﬁ
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ““ Vs of e
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558- o o\.@f‘{ov\\&
L “\‘l GO\_)\Q \\\g\N
w117
SO ORDERED, LA, ‘
Hon. SherryKlein Heitler ok D e\
G -

324-7667C




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

 Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH !
DUGGAN, :
{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yotk, New York
,2012

L~ ——

Mattjew D. ﬁp , Esq. iy N
At?of%ev; fof D fesgants ! Attorney for Plaintiffs W ‘ L E D . 1

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Duggan, Andrew

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003  couUNTY CLERSEKOFF‘CE

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

SO ORDERED,

324-7579H




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: :

| Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH ‘
DUGGAN, E
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

, 2012

Kerf$aanM-Cook, Esq. T " D
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ ‘;%E
Courter & Company, Inc. Duggan, Andrew ‘
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M AY X 0 ‘Zﬂ\?.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \CE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 . CLERK'S OFF
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUN NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, RN '-« :

Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler “&(




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

(N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

B | (Heitler, J.)
111is DOCUMENT REFERS TO: f
: Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH =
DUGGAN, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
AL 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
ihe above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
caopeberd 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
withoul costs.

Dated; New YorhN York

B \Q|,2012

.?\L'::x:ryzn@._gpo k, Esq. i H

Atoeney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F I L E D
Freadwell Corporation Duggan, Andrew

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 30

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 OUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK
q NG
$( ORDERED, [} \\ﬁ( A /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heiller 5 o\
>
L

1235-18921




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAIL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION P LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

. Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH :
DUGGAN, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
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 § 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 Yor ew York
}‘ , 2012

s 7
T i . i i
Ve L : . T
. i Lo
R ) ¥ oy '
; “ Fay - ¢ n ¥
Q’. T i, o Wi

Jaréé B. Coop‘cr, EZT

g
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs R ¥
Kentile Floors, Inc. Duggan, Andrew F I L E D .
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 o CE
(212) 509-3456 ‘ (212) 558-5500 COUNTY SLFRKS QFF

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

"

-
2082-11881




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ’

! Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH =
DUGGAN, 5
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ¢laims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, Nepv York

,2012
(esacd T .
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. *”"“‘z’*"’“‘a%
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs o |
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Duggan, Andrew !
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F@‘ L E D .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ’ MAY 3 0 2612

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

Co e, CLERK'S QFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2383-26456H

5
et

1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 111594/03, 112220/03
DORIS DAY, as Executrix for the Estate of ’
RUSSELL DAY and DORIS DAY, Individually, ,
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

, 2012
Matthew Z;%ijpar, Esq.
Attorney ter Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Day, Russell E. F l L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012
(212) 558-5500

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

COUNTY CLELRS GFFICE

N EW YWz

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF-NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 118437/03, 111623/03
SARAH BUGLIONE, as Executrix for the Estate
of NEIL BUGLIONE and SARAH BUGLIONE,
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2012

Matthd¢D. S par, Esq.

Attorney efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F‘ L E D

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Buglione, Neil
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway , MAY 3 0

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 100  CLERKS OFFICE
T Clizbie
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5 COUNI NEWYORK
A A

SO ORDERED,

H

E




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION P LALS. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 117870/03, 111642/03
JEAN DEPONTO, as Proposed Executrix for the !

Estate of HENRY MULLER, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' : MOTION AND ORDER
-against- 1

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New onkl Nes:/’;’(c))?; p" L E D

MAY 30 2612
VH" I. " . ".1-".‘("‘ ‘}\ ‘.--\CE
OQUNTY CLEFS LA
ol NEW YORK
Matthew D. SMESQ o
Attorney for D nt Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Muller, Henry
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

324-7688




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 121518/03, 111626/03
SUSAN J. NORRIS, as Administratrix for the
Estate of MONROE EVANS and BETTY

EVANS, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION
o ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y, \ik Ntw York

O] 2012
N ‘
Lo e i 5, o
Matthéw DhSgpar, Esq. aF I L E D
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs S
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Evans, Monroe
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 ~ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5

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

SO ORDERED,

&
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler é‘b-o\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION v ILA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 109851/03,
RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY '
MOORE, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F l L E D
‘ , 2012 | ‘

MAY 3 0 2012
|  COUNEY.CLERK'S OFFICE

Mitse C

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Moore, Raymond J.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED, (-'\\ﬂ "3 /
A

A
Hon. Sherry K lein Neitler

-
6\(\“ 2383-26400




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 109851/03,
RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY !
MOORE, i
. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 Yokk, Negw York m L E D
( ,2012
Vi . C MAY 30202
- .7 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
e GNEWYORK
JLyfcin Kasmir, Esq. x"%»,,
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
- Oakfabeo Inc. Moore, Raymond J.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 .
Rl
SO ORDERED, ) & D\'d‘ /
Hon. SherryXlein Heitler . g.'\(:.\ld
S¥e
2571-1837




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 111589/03, 112084/03
STEPHEN MUXIE, !

Plaintiffs, { NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

1 f‘
Dated: New_Yokrk, New York F I L E D |
*ﬂj—tw 2 MAY 3 0 2012

- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Matthew D. §ampar, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Muxie, Stephen

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New Yo ork 10003

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ) a2\
! g DS —

324-7579M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
' Index No.: 112205/03,
ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA
MONTELEONE, |
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yotk Nfw York F \ L E D \

(\Q ,2012
P _ P PR S O\:F\GE
{. L _\-\'. ._;,;;. B .. . . w\-l"‘“‘ i E_W \(ORK
Kerry&an M. 60k, Esq. T
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Monteleone, Ettore
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 m
R

N\
SO ORDERED, -- e md —

Hon. Sherry Klein M¥itler

1122-2178




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

! Index No.: 112205/03,
ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA
MONTELEONE, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

FILED

Ke

1 ,2012
MAY 3 0 2012
COUNTY. CLERKS OFFICE
. NEWYORK
ook, Esq. =
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs o,

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

SO ORDERED,

Monteleone, Ettore

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-

Hon. SherrTIé’iein

V12351694




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

Index No.: 111594/03,
ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA :

MONTELEONE, ]
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
‘ . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ’

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Ne\N otk, Neiw York F l L E D
, 2012
| ’ él | MAY 3 0 2012
s odNy oLERK'S OFFICE

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. m'”*»\.hf*:\
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Monteleone, Ettore
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, . VINE 1%

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

y " \",‘C;td‘n /\

2383-26509U




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: :

! Index No.: 111955/03, 111624/03
JOHN MARQUART and MARY ANN =
MARQUART, !

i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y, ’k New York
DI | 2012

I

M/\/—\“

Matthew D. Sa‘npar, Esq.

ED

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintitfs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Marquart, John MAY 30 2012 .
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N .05 OFFICE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway o ’, {U\F\{K

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 )

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

SO ORDERED,

MAY 1‘7M

- Rovd 80

Hon. Sherry Kfein Hérter




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
» Index No.: 110798/03,
FREIDA DORIS MASON, Individually and '
Executrix for the Estate of FRANKLIN MASON,
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New %gr? Nit’\zf(());l; F ﬁ @n E D . i

Y ¢ 2012

;---“-~~«.H‘ R LU 4T TRKS OFFICE
S R o ro YORK
Matthew D.‘S@anar, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Mason, Franklin
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 _ (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, TN A1 ;

Hon. She&y,lgle‘fﬁHEﬂler

o\ " 324-7485




rd

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

' (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 111232/03,
MAKSO MATURA and FRANA MATURA,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated; New Yqg ey York
,2012

Matthetv D. S ar, Esq.

Attorney for ndant Attorney for Plaintiffs e ,
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Matura, Makso F l L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 20
(212) 558-5500

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

COUNTY CLEIK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5

: Index No.: 110568/03,
EDWARD MCGRATH, =

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Xx)ﬁ(, wa York
\ ‘ P1.2012
[

Matthéw D /Sampar, Esq.

Attorney fo endant Attorney for Plaintiffs =
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company McGrath, Edward F I L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW ﬁ)ﬂ}(
SO ORDERED, RN
Hon. Sherry ¥téin/Heitler e

324-7501




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: Index No.: 110568/03,
EDWARD MCGRATH, 3

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- | MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yoik, New York
, 2012

Kerryafg M. k, Esq. g A Cow
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \“i,-

Courter & Company, Inc. McGrath, Edward F I E D . }
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. :
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 - (212)-558-5500 COLN G CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

..-—ﬂ“\
;ﬁ.d.' /'1722-2/1210




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
. ! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g
' Index No.: 110568/03,
EDWARD MCGRATH, !
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-agalnst-

. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

York

Dated: New o1k N
, 2012

(lg
i

KerryafQ M. Cofk, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs
McGrath, Edward
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

FILED

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: e

! Index No.: 110568/03,
EDWARD MCGRATH, ’

Plaintiffs, ' NO OPPOSITION
. : 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 § 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.

York
,2012

Dated: New 01k N
\ ‘((0’

Jamit/B. Cooper\,' Esq.’

o : C .
S - . o it e,
o ) 1 : v
i . ¥
‘ i 15 e ' I
G Y @ i e
- “,,,,"_______ R L2 v?_, oo
y——
. i
t,
"
\

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

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs
McGrath, Edward

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York IOFs ‘ L El D :

(212) 558:5500
upy 30 8%

g OFFICE
. CLERKS OF
COUN' L Ew YORK

Hon. She

iy Heitler

NE

2082-11859




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

| NYCAL
| LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

| (Heitler, J.)
' Index No.: 113499/03, 111622/03
| NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

opposition thereto,

costs.

Dated: New Yokk, New York
, 2012

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

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

FILED

ustin Kasmir, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Oakfabco Inc.

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

SO ORDERED,

MAY 3 0 2012
- - COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
, - “NEWYORK
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Pecci, Frank
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: a

! Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, f

Plaintiffs, ' NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., eral. |

Defendants.

—

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Newf York F ' L E D ‘ ;

, 2012
MAY 3 0 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

_NEW YORK

Matthew'D. S mpar) Esq.

Attorney for D{& fgnd)ant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Price, Junuis

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Hudtler “bx

p—
CLouide
LM 32476673




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 111594/03,
ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA
MONTELEONE, :
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New YoRk, Netv York F ‘ L E D

,2012
MAY 3 0 2012

P | 0
' . ' n P\« ,Ls R!(\‘J

Matthew D. ampagt, Esq.

FFICE

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Monteleone, Ettore

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . X

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 1 | M

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 \{ o
SO ORDERED, cift

Hon. Sh cin\Heitler i

324-7805U




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

{ Index No.: 111594/03,

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA

MONTELEONE, :
i NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs. N

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E- D
\ '5! “Q ’,2012
| MAY 3 0 2012

1

y #3 o GEFICE
: PR _ . COUNFPY-CLERKS cF ‘
M C .. NEW YORK ‘

irr Kasmir, Esq. b
- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "
Qakfabco Inc. Monteleone, Ettore
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ' (212) 558-5500

: N} \ q /,A
SO ORDERED, , /
Hon. Sherﬁein mitler - )‘g_(y-

¢ 2571-1871
-




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, 1.
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 109851/03,
RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY '
MOORE, |
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yo[k, Ne‘i\z((());]; F I L E D

MAY 3 0 2012

COUNTY-CHI 170 (i TICE
" NEW YORK

\

Matthew D. Sampg#x] 's'q.-

Attorney for Defendapt Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Moore, Raymond J.

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-

SO ORDERED, py o\!

Hon. Sherfy Kleth Heitler X ‘N A
“ ” \d.' /




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: :

! Index No.: 109851/03,
RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY '
MOORE, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yoi] Nq\j’gg;g F | L_ E D

L

Hon. Sherry\lﬂgin Neitler

 MAY 30 2012
T ;\\ .- COUNTYCLENCS OFFICE
e B . -M‘\‘j] NE-_W \“’(ORK
Kerryfanddee6ok, Esq. e
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Moore, Raymond J.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550 ”
SO ORDERED, AN )

‘./
P

1122-22472




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

! Index No.: 109851/03,
RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY =
MOORE, ':
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ 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 § 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 Yojk‘, Nei‘ﬁg?z F I L E D ‘

MAY 3 0 2012
Cuwniii® FRICS OFFICE

REV YORK

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs Q

Treadwell Corporation Moore, Raymond J.

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED, > ’“bﬂ L Ll
Hon. Shetry Rfein Heitler Q\d.' /

1235-21991




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

™ RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

- {1118 DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 110568/03,

EDWARD MCGRATH, |
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A. ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. |

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
#aiiniffs” complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
ud there being no oppostition 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
withoul costs.

Dated: New Yok, New York

N llw],zolz FlLED !
/V\A/ M — o e w _FR.G OFFICE

(‘(..;T-‘
VLV ALy GOl b
Micole Wesselmann, Esq. Mg O "
" 5.

Atterney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Cosdunan Liquidating Corp. McGrath, Edward
MeGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
&0 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500
) e o 907
SO ORDERED, Y D\d" /
Hon. Sh X Heftler g +

2383-26389




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: z

\ Index No.: 110568/03,
EDWARD MCGRATH, !

Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
: 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 § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Qakfabco 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

- FILED

MAY 3 0 2012

COUNTY Ci IS QFFICE

i N oS
i .‘r”'-(

Jistin Kasmir, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs s
Oakfabco Inc. McGrath, Edward

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456

(212) 558-5500

1

SO ORDERED,

2571-1838




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
\ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

! Index No.: 111590/03, 112033/03
ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE !

KENNEY, ;
i NO OPPOSITION

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
! MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Ya\rk, Nc\w York
) | ol 2012

. . s
,,,,,, S g . i
st L

RIS B W

Kerrya k, Esq. - e

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %‘QS ?
Courter & Company, Inc. Kenney, Robert M. MM 30 A
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. « QFFICE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NTY C\,EP\KSK
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003  COU™" ey YOR
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500-- - -&@ )

| lﬂﬂ A1 /
SO ORDERED, % ¥

Hon. ShefryKlein Heitler wo'®
o

1122-1969




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 111590/03, 112033/03
ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE =
KENNEY, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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 Nejv York
,2012
Kerr ook, Esq. T \E
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F I h E D -
Treadwell Corporation Kenney, Robert M. ‘
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway v CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003°OUNT K“éw Y‘OHjK
(212) 509-3456 (212 . )
w1 780

SO ORDERED, / .

Hon. Sheffy Klein Heitler va & D! —

# .\ - Rb\l
S

1235-1486




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

i RI: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION » LLA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)

{11JS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
: Index No.: 111590/03, 112033/03
ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE :
KENNEY, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i MOTION AND ORDER
-against- g

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

Detendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
sudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
i 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 k, Néew York
, 2012

LT PRETEN - N ) B “r‘”a‘
. ) e e R W
. - b Ii"')ﬂ
- R \ N
- K Y ' "
L - R - "
.

\H ole Wesselmann, Esq.

witeriey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ L E .

fishiman Liquidating Corp. Kenney, Robert M.
W CIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway CE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFl
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 EW YORK
SO ORDERED, - \W 11
Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler .8 D‘d" /
PR ,'?-,\““,,J
SIS \ 2383-26426M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 111644/03,
VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, '

Plaintiffs, ' NO OPPOSITION
. | 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 § 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

el eD.

Dated: New Y. rl}, New York
A | ((gr, 2012 WA

. ~
- . A £
,,,,,,,,,, A & - g
. s o L e
P A : W
-, PO F . ¥,
," - Yo gt . v K o

J amié/B. Cooper‘,’ Es ' o w,,,;mfi@\.g-.‘
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs “"m,:“g\v
Kentile Floors, Inc. Bergman, Victor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry \AB\( 1 11 1.6‘1

™ 2-11869




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: .
: Index No.: 111591/03,
STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of ‘
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, !
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
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 § 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 E D 4 i

Dated: New %Ohg N{W York
Lo 2012 MAY 3 0 2012 ’
P A uc%;‘?w\( CLERK'S OFFICE
% . o o’ o’ s, NEWYORK
utna . - S
Jdflie B. Cooper, Esq. ﬁ%
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Albert, Phyllis
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kl€inHer¥ler

2082-11865




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: ;

: Index No.: 111591/03,
STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of '
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, |
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, | MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

fYOrk F‘LED

without costs.

Dated: New))fo/lT Ne
2] l

2012 MAY 3 0 2012
e A U s gy CLERKS OFFICE
M/(j/ ISR G‘%MNEW YORK

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. "’31“;"

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \}

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Albert, Phyllis

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, New York ]
(212

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry Xlgif Heitler P\CVd 20

2383-26507




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSIMCK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

70T VLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202.
HAMMONTON, 4

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-102362
DAVID DAVIDSON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET Al.

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

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

DATED:¥-73tNew York, New York

Pt fon

ASHWATH TRASI, ESQ. “MICHAEL FANELLI, EC;F C’ L
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C" E D
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, David Davidson MAY 3 0 2017
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, New York #3087y ¢\ gry.q

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 NEw YORKOF FICE

SO ORDERED: _
Hon. Sherw N( X ; ?—“\1
“ o /

Z

A

A

3




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 111644/03,
VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Eirti Njw York E D
,2012 F ‘ L
pay 30 2012 .
| . w CLEHKS OF

Matthdw\ D. Sgmpar, Esq. | o M‘ .
Attorney efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs e
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Bergman, Victor

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, New York 1000
(212

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KléinHefler “&( 1 7 mﬂ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 113492/03,
EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA and VIRGINIA
BARBERA, z
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoprk, New York
‘\5 ) hﬁ?z ,2012

Matthew Ip. Sampar, Esq.

LT i ;ﬁlwmimm}n . . \
Attorney &D}fgndant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘“xh E D : 3
LI

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Barbera, Edward George

McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 9012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 3

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York-16 ' FICE
.~ _..,Y CLERKS OF

(212) 509-3456 853500 Crovo NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

‘.\0“0 324.7636




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION » LALS. Part 30
! (Heitler, J1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 111642/03, 116099/03
EDWARD BOLES, Proposed Executor for the :
Estate of EUGENE E. BOLES, ;

i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoxk, Ney York
,2012

Matthdw D \Sajnpar, Esq.

Attorney for Befendant Attorney for Plaintiffs . X,
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Boles, Eugene E.

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway [

New York, New York 10004 New York, N 003 Cluni i CLERKS OFFICE

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

ther




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 111590/03,
HENRY W. BERNOTH, ;

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New k, Netw York

Dl ol .2012
bt 1

Matthew D. Saxqphr, Esq. I
Attorney for Defédant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Bernoth, Henry W. F ‘ ‘m E D A
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . MAY 30 02
New York, New York 10004 New York, New 3

(212) 509-3456 ~5500 _QKsS OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

4 Heitler




"COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
“SBESTOS LITIGATION

| NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30

| H1S DOCUMENT REFERS TO-

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

! (Heitler, J.)

' Index No.: 111644/03,

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN,

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

it there being no opposition thereto,

without costs.

iJated: New Yorl, New York
,2012

MM td

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

t1nintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

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

K

LT TR

~ivele Wesselmann, Esq.
Aterney for Defendant
‘istanan Liquidating Corp.
ViCOIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
{2i2) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

ey
Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘“L E D

Bergman, Victor

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AY 3 o 20

700 Broadway W

New York, New York 10003 N CLERKS OFFICE
Y




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.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
i Index No.: 111644/03,
VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, |

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New’%(ir\( Niw York
Dol 201

\

/-

Ju;t-i.rrK"a’s’rﬂnTrT Esq. | - -M:Z_.\_ | N

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

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Bergman, Victor
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway pY 30 w2
New York, New York 10003 .
, . . OFFICE
212) 558-5 Y CLERKS O
(212) COUNT NEW YORK
R

2571-1844
AR




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
. LA.S, Part 30
CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS T. ROBERTS, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), . Index No.: 100731-03
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summafy judgment in the
above-entitied 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.

ated: &g
Dthmewggg 2007 £ LED
. ’M W v390 2012

Rearik M. Orliz, Esq\." Alford Kneis, Esq. oFF\CE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. KELGATESLLP . . CLERKS
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) torneys for Defenddnt’ ™'~ NEW YOR

.
o

700 Broadway RANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 N ork, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty K$éin Heitler




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

fiv R1:: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

“1111S DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
» Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, =

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

A. Q). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
jidgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
claintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
aud 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 Yok, New York
, 2012

éi.}:x;fwook, Esq.

Adtorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs T N
urter & Company, Inc. Price, Junuis 1
MoGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. : WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Coum ‘ L E D . :
&6 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway X% ‘
New York, New York 10004 ork 10003 yovd .

(212) 509-3456 wat 30 e
L3S OFF\G
Sad N VORK -
SO ORDERED, 'L“ﬂ' he
Hon. Sherry Kleiit Heitler \'\

1122-8110




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLAS. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 100731/03
NO OPPOSITION
CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. D Co
Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E : \
i 52012
WaY 30 2012 1
g AT - - . VLERKS OFF‘& i
gZ_& Lyt S ivvoR
PHan Alvarado, I g. Ruta Alzadon #oor, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Champ Roberts, et al. Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
SO ORDERED, Dated: SN \
Hon. Sherry Kléfbfieitler AN &0\6'- /
At




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
'THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
JOAN M. CROSBEY, INDEX NO.: 101129/03
Plaintiff(s),
Vs,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

%/tzuf 10,26/ 2
"= A A T ///{///Qf‘

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C\ » McP ERSON McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Fﬂ* * “:F D

700 Broadway, 6th F1,

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 MM 39 i3
K OFF\CE
SO ORDERED: e
Hon. Sher Kietd Heitler ww !




S

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

LYNN F. PARISI as Executrix for the
Estate of JOHANNES DEVALK,
Plaintiff(s),

VS,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
ET AL.

Defendants.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 103181/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

WM ( D 2012
e 1mm_,«/ k gﬁ-..v'we‘.‘;‘;‘ e W‘TQMW“
A A \
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279 30 e
(212) 227-7878 \ "
FEl
LERKS O




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

ALICE ELIA, as Personal INDEX NO.:100331/03
Representative for the Estate of
DOMINIC ELIA and ALICE ELIA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Individually JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ‘ ORDER

VS,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
ET AL.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

e %.x %t’% }:” Mm{\‘
m-an W i d : "\??M
Y, K«" A s %
H'Q;;\ f":“;‘,‘
\

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10279 0 2012
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 MAY 3

Jie1¥ CLERKS OFFICE
YORK

SO ORDERED: .
Hon. SherryKlein Heitler P\(.‘Nd & Do —
S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

FRANCES MIGNONE, Individually and INDEX NO.:101955/03
ANTHONY J. MIGNONE, JR. as

Executor for the Estate of ANTHONY J NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MIGNONE SR., JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER

VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET

AL.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

s M“ #
v & ‘ﬂ )l wﬂ 3 m'@"}!’"“
“V._,ﬂ;\%:;w.mu'?" * i ‘ r' 'Mv’?::f;l —
N " Gigtanni , Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* ATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL CE D \
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Riley, Inc. F
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway P
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 “m 390 v
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 LERKS O\:F\CE
...... G(J\_)N\\{\\E\N \(OP\K —
SO ORDERED: ,
Hon. She¥ry KJ&i Heitler e 8 (BHoY —




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ELAINE ROBERTS, as Administratrix
for the Estate of JULIAN L. ROBERTS,
and ELAINE ROBERTS, Individually,
Plaintiff(s),

VS,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET
AL.

Defendants.

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
INDEX NO.:101965/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

L__‘

it

""'i"w;w-

WMoy 10, 25

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

L "
GManni giNa, Esq.
WATERS/ McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C,

Attorneys for PB Riley, Inc. F | L E D

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012
. ' E
UNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
ov NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF

NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
JACK NIELSEN and GERTRUDE INDEX NO.:101958/03
NIELSEN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Vs, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET ORDER

AlL.
Defendants,

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

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

=

T

%
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "%,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs N3
700 Broadway, 6th F1.
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

WATERS, MEPHERYON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys foy DB Rilgy, Inc.
FILED

233 Broadw:
New York, New York 10279
MAY 3 0 2012
Cluivs i CLERK'S OFFICE

(212) 227-7878
NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Kfin HeMbr




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NEW YORK

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

ANNE WALSH, as Administratrix for
the Estate of TERRENCE WAILSH,
and ANNE WALSH Individually,
Plaintiff(s),

vs.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET
AL.

Defendants,

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 103227/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

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

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™.%
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Gfovanni eg’ina, sq. :
WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorne Riley, Inc.

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

Hon. Sherry\“ﬁl’éin Hetler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 111644/03,
VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, !

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. F ‘ L E D ‘ x\

Dated: New York, Ngw York

,2012 waY 3 0 201
o, OFFC
CLERKS O
COUN»TYNEW YORK m
. M‘"’*jé‘”‘:;

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs e
Treadwell Corporation Bergman, Victor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

“h\( 4 ﬂ ‘\‘

1235-21667




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

Index No.: 110009/03
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NEIL WALKER,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: S ' l g , 2012

w York, New York

kY

Joe Vizquez, Esq. El/ Lindsgy T. Foster, Esq. Wt 3 o 202

ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE e
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. .. cLERKS OFFIC
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ~ COUN' \FyyoRK 3
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, A" 'L“\l

Hon. SherryKfein HeéMer \I\N{




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No ] 05151/03 )
X 100 0
EUGENE RISO JR,,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

PACCAR, INC,, et al.,
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants,

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT
MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.
Dated: New York, New York

S N\N\O 2012
~On & /%"”

Lisa-BuschEsq. 5C . X AN Jennifer Budnéa‘ [Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg SEGAIL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & "3.
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attomneys for Defendant PACC L. E D

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 &

New York, NY 10022

WAY 3 0 202 3

. hz"SOFF\GE ‘\
Heitler : : Ni:W YOP\K :

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shéry




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed

! Index No£_118014/03)111642/03 .
Personal Representative for the Estate of ‘

HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
't MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs, ;
-against-

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 § 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 Y1 Niw York F ‘ L E D Co
\Lp | 2012 . ;1
Jamle/B. Coopei’, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Richman, Herman
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. & .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . &-"Q\ k
New York, New York 10004 New York New York 10003 A M /
12) 509-3456 -
(212) 50 RN
. o b
A
SO ORDERED, B PN
,‘.',':f.'h‘

Ve 2082-11903




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! _
 Index No.C118014/03)111642/03

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed

Personal Representative for the Estate of ;

HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. i NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. F." ‘ L E D

Dated: New Yoik, Netw York
,2012 MAY 3 0 2012

o | : . ' ICE
ST UN’TY LLCWKS OFF
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. .‘;’\:\‘3,\
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Richman, Herman
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway )
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 o M
SO ORDERED, ™ CAGs
Hon. Shery KNin Heitler LAV

gl
h 2383-26611




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

! Index No.: 111496/03,
ABRAHAM STERMAN, as Personal :
Representative for the Estate of MILDRED

STERMAN and ABRAHAM STERMAN, NO OPPOSITION
Individually, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, heréby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yotk, New York F \ L E' D
M, 2012 \N 30 200

- 5 o s OFFICE
PEES AT R : \_ERKS OF
Matthew D. Sa&{pfj, Esq. %*‘ab\
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs o
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Sterman, Mildred
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. /« .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway : ,’@.\
New York, New York 10004 ew-York, New York 10003 f ;\ﬂ
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ,& 0\5.
b‘b
SO ORDERED, ~Q~§

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

%\{‘Q\ 324-7584




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

iN BRI NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
! (Hettler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

i Index No.: 108919/04, 115226/03
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor

for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
o : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, ' MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judement in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plandidfs’ 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.

Mugted: New %)/L Netv York
( } /(a‘ ,2012

Mt —

Nicole V%sselmann, Esq.

Atterney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs RN
l'ishman Liquidating Corp. Antonelli, Margaret R
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
1212) 509-3456

New York, New York 1

SO ORDERED,

way 1170V
,.;)'-m\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 108919/04, 115226/03
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI Individually, | NO OPPOSITION
o | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, ' MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Qakfabco 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, Qakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without i

costs.
Dated: New k, New York
, 2012

Justin Kasmir, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘“*\\
Oakfabco Inc. Antonelli, Margaret "
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

v
a A A

. - i‘ L
St L 5 e

Crry T 4 {__‘\‘_xm“

4k
%

SO ORDERED,

25711842




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i

{ Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, |

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
. 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 § 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, Qakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated; New ﬁrk Nejw York
\ ﬂo' 2012

——

stin Kasmir, Esq. o ) «
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ", s
Qakfabco Inc. Price, Junuis '
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F | L E D . ‘
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway E
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012
(212) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5500 _
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

. M NEW YOIK

SO ORDERED, . SERRTAR A L
Hon. Sherfy Kletn Heitler o —

2571-1875




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

N RI": NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

1111S DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, ’

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
\udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
seintiffsT complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
«ud there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New k, Ngw York
J ‘\w' ,2012

Mgl —

Micole Wesselmann, Esq.
Anorney for Defendant

i shritan Liquidating Corp.
MoCGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
81 Broad Street-Suite 2300
~ew York, New York 10004
(212)509-3456

SO ORDERED,

w%‘ X - 3
Attorney for Plaintiffs N \
Price, Junuis F ‘ L E D \
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 4

700 Broadway

Hon. Sherry’ Kleth Heitler

New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 201
200 CGUNTY CLERK'S OFF\CE.
NEW YORK
L
we

2383-26510J




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 3

: Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, |

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e al.

Defendants.

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 Yark, Néw York
, 2012

;7 ) ’ o
e e K i
S B B Sy
\ B e g ot
R T Y e

Jami&é. Coopel(, Es.a; "o
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs N g,
Kentile Floors, Inc. Price, Junuis '
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D . l
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway !
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012
212) 509-3456 ; -5500 .
(212) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
g Q NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, ; g1 e
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler \\b‘ . /
o

?\0\‘& 2082-11900




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 111593/03, 112020/03
JUNUIS PRICE, =

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York,\New York
' , 2012

KerrymaM=€00k, Esq. RN B
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F !%L E D |
Treadwell Corporation Price, Junuis ' .
MCcGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 C L ULERKS QFFICE

(212) 509-3456 8-5500 NEW YORK
(1
SO ORDERED, L wR » /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler L

1235-7613




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 118014/03, 111642/03
MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed :
Personal Representative for the Estate of ;
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 Yaork, New York
, 2012

KerryMok, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs T

Treadwell Corporation Richman, Herman MAY 3 0 2012

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNTL E?Vb{\igﬁ;(o' FICE

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 "

(212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500 o f‘(\\ - )
A /

AN
SO ORDERED, v\)
Hon. Shefry Kiein Heitler ©




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

{ Index No.: 113492/03,
EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA and VIRGINIA
BARBERA, 5
. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Ne rk, Nejw York
VOl (| 2012

A

e

Kerryam%k, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘L E D

Courter & Company, Inc. Barbera, Edward George A
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 302

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

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-550

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen&-—léﬁnd{\ei’tler “b\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 128019/02,
GERALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- » MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New P} ,( Net'v York
4 2012

\

H=

Ken'yangM_Cedﬁ, Esq. e F““" E D . s{

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs e

Courter & Company, Inc. Arzie, Gerald 0 2012
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MH 3

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway RK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COU\‘T}{Q&'\’E‘{O‘:‘K

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

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

 Index No.: 128019/02,
GERALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

1
Dated: New Yjork, New York F ‘ L E D L

, 2012
MAY 3 0 2012

FFICE
y CLERKS O
Q‘{:‘f"{m NEW YORK

Matthe'V\\Q/Sﬁmpar, Esq. N —
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Arzie, Gerald

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

poid®




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
\ Index No.: 111589/03,
WALKER ALEXANDER, JR. and :

GWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, i
{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- i

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
A
prejudice and without costs. - \

Dated: NewIX(‘rk, Netw York eo .

D1 (el 2012 W\
W
3 2
. W of®
g ‘:r CYS— ' '\:—\“YQ%\Q
f . : s \\’i‘”\ * l\l o‘)‘
I i . . \%‘;Un\)\ \‘A‘C’\J

Matthew D. Sympar, Esq. gt
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs Ty
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Alexander, Walker Jr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

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

(212) 558-

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherrykKTgin\"Heitler N 0 D‘d‘. /
5‘(‘\'\ 324-7579A




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

| Index No.: 111591/03,

| 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 § 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

without costs.

Dated: New Yaqrk, New York

, 2012

Attorney 1ot Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Albert, Phyllis

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 .
(212) 558- -

Hon. Sherty-K#i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 111591/03,
STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, . MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

T— -WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. - \

Dated: New Nepv York F ‘ L E D i 2&«
,2012 H
MAY 30 o 4
L " ' o . ‘r eyl F‘GE
L o et ERIKD OF

Matthew D'.'Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ~
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Albert, Phyllis '
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

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

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

HonMyW@jﬁer - P\C\fd & pio- /

324-7649




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 111589/03,
WALKER ALEXANDER, JR. and :

GWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, 3
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ i MOTION AND ORDER
-against- !

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. -
Dated: New York, New York o B E‘ D -
)1 ,2012
\CE |
ks O A
T oy YORK
Kerryatartvt"Cook, Esq. | :
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs oy
Courter & Company, Inc. Alexander, Walker Jr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (312) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shgr’rgl KlefnHertter

9 Iy WY 006894




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 108919/04, 115226/03
NICHOLAS ANTONELLLI, as Proposed Executor !
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
o ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

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, . 4 =
Dated: , - E D o
ted I\t’%\?@[}?ﬂl ew York F ! L | l

, 2012
M@QI 30 2012

’ . . "
z . ﬂ i arrolERKS OFFICE
- .H,-——--—-—«. \ru.;a..\;%_._ St g P E\t‘ﬁé V \l YORK )

Jdfhie B. Cooper, Esq. .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs S
Kentile Floors, Inc. Antonelli, Margaret

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, New York 10003
aTA

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry R A

2082-11867




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

WANDA CHESKA, Individually and ROBERT
CHESKA as the Administrator for the Estate of
ANTHONY CHESKA,

Plaintiffs,
-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

' Index No.: 110259/04,

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

1
)

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2012

o T

Matthg'w . Sampar, Esq.

Attorney fgr\l gefgndant

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs F‘L E- D
Cheska, Anthony

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 2012
700 Broadway MAY 3 E
New York, New York 10003 UNTY CLERKS OFFIC
(212) 558-5500_——— co OR




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. '
CRAMER, |
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ 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 § 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
DA, 2012

ES

ann M,_€ook, Esq »M“ o .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs N '
Treadwell Corporation Cramer, Thomas F. F I L E D
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

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

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-

COUNTY CLERK'S CGrFiCE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

 Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M.
CRAMER, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
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 § 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, Néw York
, 2012

AR Fip
T i Y -~ i
< ' Sy T
v . \ ; Iy

a e S
o Y s 4

u--c

=

Yofnie B. Cobper sq-

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Cramer, Thomas F. F I L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550 'ﬁ £1'S OFFICE
EW YORK
AT "8
SO ORDERED, “\
Hoff Sherry Klein Heitler “5 /

Yo 2082-11876




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

. Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. :
CRAMER, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-
A. Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yor| ew York
, 2012

T Lt \ A . ud.hubi(g“&qm"‘_"_

W/W&’__‘ s £ r -1'&, s g\'y ."_,' " »‘”":‘“’i& ]

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 6@&%
FILED

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Cramer, Thomas F.

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

SO ORDERED,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Hon. Steffy/K lein'Heitler

700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10003 (CE
(212) 558-5500 - GOUNTY CLERKS OFF
IR
S J\d'- /

~ 2383-26992




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M.
CRAMER, :
' NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

costs.
Dated: New}%ﬁ<T Né\w York
| 01,2012
o
r- : .

Fistin K astiir; Esq. i S 5
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F T:L E D -
Qakfabco Inc. Cramer, Thomas F. )
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 couivs ¢ CLEFRK'S OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 p NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, YIN 1

Hon. She;rry Klein Heitler - u’\d‘ /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LLA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 100476/04,
SHIRLEY D. MILLER, as Executrix for the Estate !
of GLENN BUDD MILLER and SHIRLEY D.

MILLER, Individually, | NO OPPOSITION
o : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F I L.. E- D
\ ; } “Q ',2
012 VAY 30 202

- ' | ; . iy . R AL FFiCE
E | UNTY Cil RS O
)/]/\/’-\ e . CO NEW YORK

Matthezfv D. Sgfyipar, Esq.

Attorney for Dgfendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Miller, Glenn Budd
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500

""""" | “N‘ ‘ | ?.“\?.
v —

DN

SO ORDERED,

""\
3B

oA IS

324-7975




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

' Index No.: 108919/04, 115226/03
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
o ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs,  MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y, r){ Ngw York F ‘ L E D
( 5 ' 1G] 2012 )
‘ | MAY 3020
pr % 3 OFFICE
. Co i -GOUNTY CLERKS
Matthew w, Esq. ) N
Attorney fo ndant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Antonelli, Margaret
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

1
Hon.‘Slﬁ'ry\mMr W h\(

- YWY 324-7824




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 108919/04, 115226/03
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION
. i 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 § 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. E D \

Dated: New _Yqrk, New York F ‘ \2 3

Kerr}&ﬁ-MrC(ook, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Antonelli, Margaret
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-55

MAY 17 7012
i D

SO ORDERED,

[
N .\‘,J

went

1235-19863




HOAGLAND, | ONGO
MORAN, DUNST. &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEY'S AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON 5T

PO BOY 480

NEWY BRUNSWICK; MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

70t WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
"
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-111778

ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR NO OPPOSITION
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, INVIDIDUALLY MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

C) 7

J E. RICHMOND, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Elizabeth S. McDonald, as Executrix for the
Estate of Robert McDonald and Elizabeth S.
McDonald, Individually

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

DATED: g"'ﬂ- New York

DY R. KAGAN, ESQx:
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLE(MHEFLEF L E D |

MAY 3 0 2012
- OQUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE]
MA‘Y 1 ‘7 mﬁ ot IilEW YORK
e p—

-
-




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER AND DOLORES M. :
CRAMER, |
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ~ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yok, Naw York
,2012

Matthew I{. Sathpar, Esq. F |

Attorney ft fendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Cramer, Thomas F. MAY 3 0 2012
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 100530 UN NEW YORK

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

T

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

ﬂ\, -\?\ w At 324-8153




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 Index No.: 113709/04,
THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M.
CRAMER, ;
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs” complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Neyv}o 11, New York

, 2012
% T ”" Y : e "%‘.-. ;\‘
KerryafaM._Cetk, Esq. ¥l D . i
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs s
Courter & Company, Inc. Cramer, Thomas F. MAY 30 2002
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway CLERKS OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003~ ™" Ew YORK
(212) 509-3456 (212 = o o
N
SO ORDERED, LA Wb /‘\
Hon. Sherry/i(leig Heitler o)
39
PR
\ - 0
1122-21989




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 105169/04, 111626/03
EDMUND PROULX and MARGARET =
PROULX, 5
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yyrk, Nefv York

Do} 2012
Matthdw D. mar, Esq. )
Attorney for ndant Attorney for Plaintiffs e
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Proulx, Edmund
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E D .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 30 W

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

Heitler ““q 4 m

. caKs OFFICE
_ ¥ CLERKS &
‘COUN NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

324-7858




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 113756/04
NO OPPOSITION
MARION MOULTRIE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. FILED

Dated: New Yo k\,/New Y;)gl;z MAY 3 0 2012

7

f N < : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

atcliffe, Esq. Syed K&zfm Rizvi, Esq.
: LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorné¥s for Plaintiff

Attorneys for Defendant
Marion Moultrie Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212 285
SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Shcnj}-i?}/ein Heitler




7104-490(11)
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

| NYCAL
OMPSON ix for th '
BONNIE LEE TH SON as Executrix for the INDEX NO: 110245-04

Estate of JERRY O. THOMPSON, and BONNIE
LEE THOMPSON, Individually,

Plaintiffs
-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal. ORDER

Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in
interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint
against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against
Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

o 3,20V :
By: M/l 77 By: ” | /

Michael P. Fdnelli, Esq. Russell F. Anderson, Jr., Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC

700 Broadway 350 Fifth Avenue, Q" Elogg -

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY lﬁSFi CL E D

212-558-5500 212-268-5136

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for DefendantMAY 30 2012
Motion Control Industries,
Inc. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Dated: NevbYlorlt, New York NEW YORK
{ || \\4_/0 . e -

SO ORDERED: @
HONORABLE SMERRYXLEIN HEITLER, JS.C. © o 0

% 1
L2 L

-
1982652 ‘\‘\‘-’




7104-33(11)
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Individually,
Plaintiffs
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal.

Defendants

L o oo -

NYCAL
JUDITH AMBROSIO, as Executrix for the Estate of

FRANK AMBROSIO, and JUDITH AMBROSIO, + INDEXNO: 104852-04

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to. CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

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

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
t’\QJJ\Fﬁl 113V1/

By: Wﬁ By:

Michael P. Fanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
212-558-5500

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Dated.: Nia (\ ktNew York

SO ORDERED:

" Russell F. Anderson, Jr., Esq.

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC
350 Fifth Avenue, 59" Floor
New York, NY 10118
212-268-5136

Attorneys for Defendant,

}\r/fé)non ConuFdI;t E D

qﬁm 30 2012

Q\"“ Cluis 1Y CLERK'S OFFICE

a
" P
. AT S

HONORABLE SHERKY KLEIN HEITLER, JSC, _~ NEWYORK

1982795

A
o




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

Index No.: 105602/04
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR.,

Plaintiff(s),
‘ NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: “/ / 30 , 2012
New Yérk, New York

y
- - Jehn Kic ma;«J Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. L E D

ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE F ‘

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant MAY 30 2012 _
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain < OFFICE |
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1108 U+ © LEP‘K:K ‘
New York, NY 10022 0
(212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED, .‘l’
Hon. ShetryK#ei T MA\( 1 ‘7 m
. ‘\.‘C\ & D\d: /

t

G




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 116162/05
WILLIAM E.WUBBE and GLORIA WUBBE, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against- . MOTION AND ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly
known as Duriron, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant,
Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly known as Duriron, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly known as Duriron, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Xork, New York
o8
oo Bt e

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. i V0esowvo
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Flowserve Corporaiton William E. Wubbe and Gloria Wubbe
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022
(212) 509-3456 12) 605-62
wy

SO ORDERED, y @ —

Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler N

okt v
951-0581







SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JANE KEENAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of
John Resker,
Plaintiffs,
- against - Index No. 104081/08
A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., ET. AL. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Viad Corp. sued as successor in interest to Griscom Russell
Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Viad Corp. only
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Viad Corp. only be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Camren St. George, Esq. .
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG D COTTON WOLLAN & GREENGRASS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Viad Corp.

800 Third Avenue One Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10022 New York, NY 10004

(212) 605-6200 (212) 804-4200 F ‘ L E D A

SO ORDERED,

MAY 17 2012 gt

SKH - MUV 0 Wibdh e




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAM, DUNST &
DOLIAS, LEP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK; N

SOUTH JERSEY
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202

HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitier. J.

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190357/09

VINCENT CARROLL AND MARY JOYCE NO OPPOSITION
CARROLL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

BELL & GOSSETT, ET AL

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

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

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

DATED:Sl8he New York

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. ERAMIKCORTIZES—HZc : Y on
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 6—\
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Vincent Carroll and Mary Joyce Carroll
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT AW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSYICK  NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

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

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

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

This Document Relates to:

JOHN RUGGLES, AND KATHLEEN OREFICE, AS
CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM
A. RUGGLES, AND PATRICIA RUGGLES,

INDEX NO.: 190024/10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

INDIVIDUALLY,

against

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

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

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

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

DATED:bI‘&thew York, New York

s

""""

MELISSA BARRELLA, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

DAVID CHANDLER, ESQ. —

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3020
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

JOHN RUGGLES, and KATHEEEN OREEIRES
as Co-Executors for the estate of WINERWRAR
RUGGLES, and PATRICIA RUGGLES,
Individually

‘!‘“@\/Broadway

k 10003

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

WA

2
DFFIQ

B



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

Index No.: 124131/10

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

TERRENCE FOLEY, MOTION
Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: 5//(/ , 201
New m, New York
7
BakOttie Eage 7. el T il Jennifer Y. Budner, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE F '
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD L E D
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant \
New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain MAY 30 2012
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
Y 10022 COULLTY CLERKS (. 0B "

1-7500 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,




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

Index No.: 190337/10
In Re;: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
EDWARD KELLEY, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and 8, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursvant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-
McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs
 to either party.

Dated: (Z[Cl[ \ Y N

New York, New York

ﬂq ‘ J L. Budner, Esq, F ‘ L E_ D \

TAMBINI wEITZ &

LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff | SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD., 200
700 Broadway e Attorneys for Defendant MAY 3048
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain ‘ N OFFICE |
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 oy Y CLERIS ¢ .
' _ - New York, NY 10022 NEW YOR
SO ORDERED, / ‘
| Hotr-Stérly KYein Heitler o .mﬁ
: “ﬁ‘( A \
N
Ao




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM, INDEX NO.: 190081/11
Plaintiff(s),
VS,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CO., ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

fiaq

(Dénald J. Fay, E€q.

WATERS, McPHERSON, M¢NEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc.

233 Broadway

New [Fork, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279

(212Y681-1575 (212) 227-7878 \\
“FILED !

MAY 3 0 2012
SO ORDERED: ;
Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler Clo.. . ¢ ULDHK'S OFFIGE
NEW YOIK
MAY 1 8 2012

SKH - Rovd & Did: ——




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
WALTER D. GUTHRIE, INDEX NO.: 190114/11
Plaintiff(s),
V8.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CO, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dénald J. Fay, Esq”

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc.

233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

(212) 227-7878 q%-v " L E D 4\ \

MAY 3 0 2012
SO ORDERED: Cloin ~RK'S OFFICE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler i YORK
W
o
A
\r\&{ & /
8
e
o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
ISAAC RUBIN, INDEX NO.: 190008/11
Plaintiff(s),
VS.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CO,ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants, ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, DBRiley, Jac., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.
o 0 |
/. /7 !l (o

pc{nald J. Fay, Esq/ !

BELLUCK & LP WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. e
Attorndys for/Plxj Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. LI
546 Fifih A¥enue, 4th F1. 233 Broadway | ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279 F b
212) 681-1575 212) 227-7878
@12) @12) MAY 30 2012
_ . ce
~~&OUNTY CLERK'S OFF
COUN NEW YORK

SO ORDERED: T

Hon. Sherry Klein Neitler
\‘\b‘( 1 R ‘M

o

wh

¥




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190293/11
CHARLES L. CHIDESTER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendant Elliott Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

defendant Elliott Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. : F ‘ L E n

Dated: New York, New York Y 3 0 0
J e 2012 MA
4 iy CLERKS OFFICE
FA—
Christopher A. Romanelli, Esq. Michagl J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MAL'ABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Elliott Company
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

R
SO ORDERED, Dated: & /

Hon. Sherry K1éin Heitler o




HISCOCK & BARCLAY. LLP

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE Index No.: 190297 / 2011
SPRENG,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to .A.S. Part 30
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Company,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE,  Defendant MODINE MANUFACTURING COMPANY (hercinafter
“MODINE”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant MODINE, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Jessica : <541. Linda J. Cla

Belluc Fbk, [.1 Hiscock & Barclay, LLP MAY 3 0 2012

Attorhgys for|Plaiphtiff Attorneys for Defendant Modine

S46/Fifth A\f., #h Flr. 80 State Street COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICH

Néw York, 10036 Albany, New York 12207- 2830 NEW YORK
518-429-4200

SO ORDERED: TR md W

] 3 U
Hon. Sher%y’KZHelt\Fér CKH \"\h\'

5056217.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
HENRY E. APFELBAUM, INDEX NO.: 190156/11
Plaintiff(s),
Vs,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CO.,ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. 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 Construcgton Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

L)t/

nald J. Fay, Esq”
ATERS, McPHERSOX, McNEILL, P.C.

inti Attorneys for Turner Construc pan _
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th F1. 233 Broadway p‘ 1"' E D A
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279 2012
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 MAY 30 .

COUN & ERKI‘:?K OFFICE
/I _ NEW YOR!
SO ORDERED: \1.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler N A% i\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
HENRY E. APFELBAUM, INDEX NO.: 190156/11
Plaintiff(s),
Vvs.
A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CO,, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

/ M/(//////ﬂ

Donald J. Fay, Esq~”
WATERS, McPHERSON, MeNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc.
546 Fifti Avenue, 4th Fl. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878

F‘a‘-\ ED*

wy 3002

SO ORDERED: cE
o - o e S OFF 3
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler G \N N oP\K

AY 18 0\
i e

W




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

v X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

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

Defendants.
--X

Index No.: 190223/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

[LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER

DENVER?”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
-

Michael-Roberts; Bsq. Tath Baghiyn, £sq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

=
\Lefiore E. Benessere, . E D

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGE
& MAHONEY, LTD. 0 2012
Attorneys for Defendant MAY 3
850 Third Avenue, Suite |480;1y1y CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10022 NEW YORK

) 651-7500

Hon. ShetryW. Heitler




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190008/2011

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS-WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION,
named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves and/or Sprague Pumps (“CURTISS-
WRIGHT”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant
CURTISS-WRIGHT with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, CURTISS-WRIGHT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs to either party.

Dated: , 2012
New/York, rk
BELLU, , L1)P SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. ‘
B Beldsky, E-sq . Simone Nichgﬂson, Esq. E D
Ao r Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

54 Avenue, 4™ Floor Curtiss-Wright Flow Control Corporam 30 2012
New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
..... NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, ’ '],%\1

Hon. Skerfy K




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190008/2011

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant CLA-VAL CO. (“CLA-VAL”) hereby requests Summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant CLA-VAL with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, CLA-VAL be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

either party.

SEGAIL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD,

Bryan Ky, Esq /V( Simone Nicholéon, Esq. F ‘ L E D

At r Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 0 2002

54 venue, 4™ Floor Cla-Val Co. MAY 3

New Ydqrk, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 LERK'S OrFEICE
New York, NY 10022’”_. CoUNT\‘(‘ g W YORK

a1
SO ORDERED, o L
Hon. S@ KleirHeitler 3 &D\d'




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

Index No.: 190109/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RYLAND HOLMES, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION
- against -
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: s, / 4 7 . 201,

New York New York

B MLL
(_,W\JZ%, ‘
i, Bsq. ene Megerian, Esq. / D \i
wmgzgmwnnm, P.C. GAL McCAMBRINGH F \ v | ]

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attomeys for Defendant 10 yANYA
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain MAY .
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 cqws OFFIC

New York, NY 10022 UNTYCLED o
SO ORDERED, .

Hon. Sﬁuﬁ/kfeWHcitler '
' R *
o —~

w-»“’ *




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

Index No.: 190123/11
In Re; NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

EARL ERIKSON, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against «

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs
to either party.

Dated; _. . 5‘//7\ , 200

New York, New York

” MLWI

Peter Tapbifi], Esq— alene Megerian, Es F ‘ L E D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. EGAL McCAMB o2
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. MAY 301

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant OFFIC
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain : UNTY CLERKS

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100 COURT NEw YORK

R
“ * Bt -/)
3 s




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
' Index No.: 190047/11,

JOSEPH CLARKE,
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kingsbury Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kingsbury 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, Kingsbury Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New%’%%}zw York
\ ‘ [ 2012

e B B Ao -N

Steven Balson~Cohen Esq. Lofc BEVAVIDES, T,

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs L E D
Kingsbury Corporation CLARKE, JOSEPH f \

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP ?_B\z
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" F| MAY 30

New York, New York 10022 CE
v CLERKS OFF!
c;OU NEW Y YORK

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

SO ORDERED, o "‘ * ) ,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler “&‘ . 7




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON 5T
POBOX 480

NEWY BRLINGWICK, hY

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WL TSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON; tJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOQS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NQ.: 190080/12
MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal.,

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.

/7

BENJAMIN DARCHE, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,

Mary Kneisel and William Kneisel
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

HOAGLAND LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

Honorable Slerryy Mﬁ»—rntt E D

SO ORDERED:

RN W wvsomm |
's OFFICE
avd mmgv%?gm(

o
i VW

I

TR

BY-B




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No. 190118/12
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGEMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
X
This Document Relates to:
Thomas J. Brugar v. Air and Liquid
Systems Corporation et al.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY
MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS” by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM,
LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BUFFALO
PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-
defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: -‘% /2

New York, New York

(O o> NN

Keith Babula, Esquire Dani¢f-Wasserberg, Esquire
Edward J. Wilbraham, Esquire Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 700 Broadway

140 Broadway, 46m Floor New York, NY 10003 iy

New York, NY 1005 Attorney for P1F1f1 L D \‘

Attorneys for Defendant,
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as sucgessor

by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc _ MAY 30 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED: , - EW YORK
7 "_“\1 N
Wit "l
6‘.
w! - "
W\ N




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190156/12
FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE

Plaintifi(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, Co., et.al. I.A.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant HONDA OF AMERICA MFG., INC. (hereinafter “HAM”),
hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant HAM, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, HAM, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

either party.

Dated: New York, New York
g ] IS 2012

o

Patti Burshtyn, Esg.

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Katrina Murphy, Esq. nl@ E

SEGAL McCAMBRIE}E'S E D A
& MAHONEY, LTD.

Attorneys for Defendant MAY 30 2012

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 '
New York, New YorkCIoghix Y CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT J. DOMBROWSKI and MARJORIE

DOMBROWSKI,
Index No.: 190114/12
Plaintiff(s), =~ NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. LA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

- WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER
DENVER?”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant
GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs to either party.

Dated: N w York, New York

S , 2012
Q@JD ’\/’
Patti Burshtyn Esq. .
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTI l L
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1109 0 2012
New York, New York 1000 3
12) 651-750(? . 1Y GLERK'S OFFICE
' K ,
SO ORDERED, 7~ RN NEW YOR
Hon. Sherr§ K. Heitler \
Q\d‘- /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:
FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

X

' NYCAL
. LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No.: 190156-12

* NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as

“Crane Co.” and “Pacific Valves, Individually and as a

subsidiary of Crane Co.”, hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Crane Co. and Pacific Valves, Individually and as

a subsidiary of Crane Co. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend

ants, all claims and cross claims against

Crane Co. and Pacific Valves, Individually and as a subsidiary of Crane Co. be, and the same are

hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ’ﬂ Vw‘l 17

FILED. \

2 &w New York "M VAo s v 3020 ]
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Kirs§én Alford Kneis, Esq. -y CLERK‘_S OFFIC
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&A GATES LLP COUN' L e\ YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

LA |

M“"
W e

\""\
el




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X

This Document Relates to;

FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, Index No.: 190156/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff(s),
-Against-

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

Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto;

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

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

mo-.»h W , 2012

Patti Burshtyn Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003-9536
212.558.5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She7Fy Klein Heitler

ME1 13297920v.1

212.609.6800

Richard P. O’Leary, Esq.
Standard Motor Produ8ts, Inc.

McCarter & English, LLP
245 Park Avenue, 27™ Floor AY 30 i (A

Attorneys for Defend ‘
New York, New York 1016




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

Index No.: 190156/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK DELISE,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 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
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: ) ) J L4 2012

New YEI'k, New York

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Benj

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEG McCA F | L E D

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant )

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain MAY 30 20

212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

= - COuNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, -

Hon. ShersyKlein Heitler “b\\( Y ?.“\?.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 190094/12
TIMOTHY MEYER AND KAREN MEYER, !

Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
. . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants. |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New ew York

o W

Laur4 Hollnfn, Esq.f Benjmin Darche, Bsq. F I I E D
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc. Timothy Meyer and Karen Meyer

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK: S OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 ) 558-5500 NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, :
Hon. She Wer
0963-1018
q(\\‘?

{N0137865-1} “N( 1 "I
O —

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

Index No.: 190094/12
TIMOTHY MEYER AND KAREN MEYER,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. : 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 § 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.

U

A) k)
Jason 8. Ridmer, Esq. Benjabhin Darche, Esq. F I L E D
Attorpiey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Oakfabco, Inc. Timothy Meyer and Karen Meyer *
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P.C. MAY 3 0 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadw
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

y 1
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, :
Hon. Sher‘r'f’ I;dei"n Heitler
25
INRK e
g it T
{NO137865-1) o 4 &D\d.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

! Index No.: 111589/03, 112089/03
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH 1
DUGGAN, ;
{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

COStS.

Dated: New York, New York
,2012

”~

ie

- o e

'ustm/ Kasmir, Esq.

"Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs =" ‘ |
Oakfabco Inc. Duggan, Andrew F ] L E D .

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
_ ’ﬂNEW YORK
9N
SO ORDERED, WA
Hon. Sher K1&4 Hei W o /
" -

« vV 2573-1855




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 111959/03, 111590/03
RUSSELL DUNN and BARBARA DUNN, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
‘ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yprl, New York
, 2012

Matthev D.(Sa par, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Dunn, Russell

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 KS O\:F\CE
- . =

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 o GOUNTL%N YORK

s
SO ORDERED, AL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

. Index No.: 118723/03, 111642/03
MITCHELL W. ENDICK and JANIE S. ‘
PAGANO, Co-Executors for the Estate of LOUIS
ENDICK, : NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, . MOTION AND ORDER

~against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yok\k, New York
ol ,2012

\"h_/

}{/V’\ - &

Matthew . Bampar, Esq. TR
Attorney Yof Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs gy E D
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Endick, Louis F ‘ L
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 9
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . MAY 3 0 20
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Yo 3 «S OFF\CE
212) 509-3456 75500 T CLERK
212) ) COU‘:‘P‘(\\EW YORK
SO ORDERED, AN
Hon. Sherr? Klein Heitler w .9 w\_& /

Lo ,
gt 3. 324-7670

lad

.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY E NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 113486/03, 111622/03
JANICE KIRBY, as Administratrix for the Estate
of ROBERT KIRBY, and JANICE KIRBY, |
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yor }We York F ‘ L E D
N 2' £§;;‘,2012 _N MAY 3 0 2012
: P OFFICE
M/)/—‘ L COUNTLSVLVTSF?K

Matthew D. par, Esq.

Attorney for D¥fendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Kirby, Robert

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

a in g;éitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5
: Index No.: 122017/98, 120667/00,
MICHAEL P. LONG and VALERIE LONG, { 116680/06
Plaintiffs, .
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New}o’k,N York
D) ILQ‘ ,2012

|

Matthew D. %g})ar, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ L E D ) \

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Long, Michael P.

MCcCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 ‘ZM?-

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 CAKS OFFICE

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUts! :\l &WYOP‘K

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry\KTein Heitler

324-3380




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5

i Index No.: 111594/03, 112207/03
FRED MACK and EDITH MACK, =

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Ygrk, Ney York
I{p], 2012

Matthéw D{S par, Esq.

Attorney for'Péfendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ LE D \
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Mack, Fred A é
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 2012 i
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 30
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

3 2 1 ERK F‘CE
(212) 509-3456 . (212) 558-5500- Clun: QEV‘QL\*(%SF?KOF
SO ORDERED, A). : M

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heltler “h\( 1 LA

'344.78055




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, j
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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 § 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 Yorl‘(\ New York

- ‘ \V) } 2012
KerryfnMe60k, Esq. ' '“ .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \
Treadwell Corporation Kellogg, Raymond E. ‘ L E D .
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 310 W
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ‘s OFFICE
21 - -551 E
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 cOuntY \(?_;\\I-\l VORK
SO ORDERED, g AT
Hon. ShereyKein Heitler “R( .
oW
&
) (Q\’D\‘ 1235-21393




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + 1LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

: Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for |
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 5
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
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 § 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 lj New York
,2012

EA K]
. R £ Y
e e : [ i e -
il . “ . !
R T o R o e
g, e LTS
- ol e rarar—— L
s

JamiéB. Cooper‘;Esq.’

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Kentile Floors, Inc. Kellogg, Raymond E.

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED, | . ¢4 7
Hon. Sherry ety Heitler ?v*"‘ff\& 1

e e W
‘ 2082-11889




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30

" THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

| (Heitler, J.)

| Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for |
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, ,
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
piatng e’ 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, Nefw York

\EI((\Q‘JOIZ

e 2

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. F Y % %E D \

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Kellogg, Raymond E. 30 9012

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ﬂ“ !

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway CK'S OFFICE

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1003w "/ NORK

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

w1

S0 ORDERED, /

Hon.‘ﬁgrﬂ(lahblleitlcr 3 R D\d‘.




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Qakfabco 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
,2012

ustifi Kasmir, Esq. F "‘I‘%:L,\,
. Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -

ED

Oakfabco Inc. Kellogg, Raymond E.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003COUNTY CLEF!C5 GFFICE

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YOI K

\"ﬂw’/

SO ORDERED,

W




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

 Index No.: 111590/03, 112033/03

ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE |

KENNEY, |
i NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2012

Matthew D. Safapdr, Esq. TR K

Attorney for D&fefidant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Kenney, Robert M. F ' 1— E D

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558- -~ COLe e LS 3 OFFICE

W YO

SO ORDERED, y 1 '1 ﬁ E |

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler w / '

XI «
.
-t

324-759IM




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION é LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA :

INCANTALUPO, :
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
‘ : MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ‘

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Newgr‘?, New York
, l\p}. 2012

e a o . v‘ J . ( R A ’;- -
i R
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. l“%E D

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Incantalupo, Frank 0 vmﬂ
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “N( 3 CcE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway s oFFY
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 N C\E OB h
B cOUNY g Y

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558- — N
SO ORDERED, s Y ny

Hon. Sherry Rleindeitler L ————

L)“j.' /

e 2383-26473




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA :

INCANTALUPO, E
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ { MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ’

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Ygrk} Ney York
,2012

ustin Kasmir, Esq. T,
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Oakfabco Inc. Incantalupo, Frank F I L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 358-5500 COUNTY Ci ERi‘S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for |
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New r)<, Nj~ York
KT o012
N

Matthew P. Sgmpar, Esq. -
Attorney efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘\L E D
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Kellogg, Raymond E.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 GOUNT C1ENK'S OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ... EVW YORK
w (1
SO ORDERED, /, o /
Hon. SherryLIQ@;l(Hc(tler &
V‘ wk Y

324-7687




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 117869/03, 111642/03
SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, :
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yor! } York

2012
Kerrywok, Esq. | gy
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NG 3
Courter & Company, Inc. Kellogg, Raymond E. F | L E D {
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * :
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 .
(212) 509-3456 (212) 258:3560" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, A - m
Hon?ShekyM€in Heitler ')\I 1

-‘\J\f’i\ '&B 6 1122-21885
Vet




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

3 RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

r'11ISs DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA
INCANTALUPO,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

' Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03

| 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 § 3212, dismissing

~.outiflsT complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs,

Dated: Ne\vg c%lT Nefw York
v [.2012

|

Korty ok, Esq.
Atterney lor Defendant
L ourter & Company, Inc.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

50 ORDERED,

FILED
MAY 3 0 202

O - CLuticS OFFICE
" EW YORK

N W =

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Incantalupo, Frank

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
558-5500

Hon. Sh

NG*

T 1122-18836




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
¢ HOUNTY OF NEW YORK

I RI: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

{111S DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
 Index No.: 113562/03, 111622/03
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA '

INCANTALUPO, i
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ~ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ : 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 § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
coecbonlist against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
heing 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

wiihout costs.

Dated: New York, Nepv York
,2012

Attorney for Plaintiffs FLL E D

Freadwell Corporation Incantalupo, Frank
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA‘{ 3 \ 20\2
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway cFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 QUNTY CLERKS 0
(212) 509-3456 GO NEW YORK
. e o M\

SO ORDERED, “ el

Hon. SRerry Klein Heitler O /

1235-18298




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03
LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 k, Ngw York
, 2012

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

A.ttorney fqr Defepdant Attorney for. Plaintiffs F | L’%E D

A

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Ramos, Louis M.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'lm?

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 30

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 CLERK:

- - " TY G v
(212) 509-3456 , (212) 55§ 5500 | GOUN NEW YOI
R T q [

SO ORDERED, o W —

Hon. ShésrKlein Heitler | \rd& O\d'- /
o %:\\3 - ‘:‘\C’

W 2383-264560




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION » LALS. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03
LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, '

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs.

Dated: New York, Néw York
: , 2012

stin Kasmir, Esq. iy D o
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘L E h
Oakfabco Inc. Ramos, Louis M.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. v 3 \} i
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . OFF\C’E
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 i Q\,E“Ks\( ,,,,, =
(212) 509-3456 8-5500— . oW \\\E\N“oa

. T
SO ORDERED, ¥y m

2571-1876




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 118014/03, 111642/03
MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed !
Personal Representative for the Estate of ;
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. i NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yotk, New York
5. ‘HQ’,ZOIZ ;

| why 3 0 200
Matthew D. Sa}'q%, Esq. T KS OFFICE
Attorney for DefeiMant Attorney for Plaintiffs COUNTY CLEE(J\ORK
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Richman, Herman NEW
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-55 o
A1

)
.\“‘

SO ORDERED,

324-7785




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 118014/03, 111642/03
MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed !

Personal Representative for the Estate of :

HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. : NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintifts,
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yoyk, New York
, 2012

Keann MACook, Esq.

ED

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 30 2012
Courter & Company, Inc. Richman, Herman MAY
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RS OFFICE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNT | £ YORK
New York, New York 10004 _ New York, New York 10003 .
(212) 509-3456 5500 . @

o .’\' q / ’

SO ORDERED, «@ 5
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler v
112219896

o -




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 111590/03, 112033/03
ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE f
KENNEY, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

COSts. D '
Dated: New ;guh %e York F ‘ L E .
, 2012
=1 MAY 3 0 2012
. ICE
\ “GUNTY CLERK'S OFF
ustin Kasmir, Esq. T
/- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs s
~ Oakfabeo Inc. Kenney, Robert M.
MCGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Ygrk 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550
T
SO ORDERED, L 1)
Hon. in Heitler . Ot 4. /

=y 2571-1865




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
i Index No.: 118014/03, 111642/03
MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed :
Personal Representative for the Estate of ;
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. i NO OPPOSITION

RICHMAN, Individually, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
t MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs, ;
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs. F | L E D

Dated: New Yark, Ne York

MAY 3 0 2012
. CLERK'S OFFICE
| GO EW YORK
Justin Kasmir, Esq. %“:'-:m__\_\\:\
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -
Oakfabco Inc. Richman, Herman
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 8-5500 ) ,&ﬂ
SO ORDERED, L . 0\6'-
Hon. Sherry Kleif Heitler 0 o
L 2571-1877




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03
CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, ;

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- » MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne\téarf\, Ne\w York
l ,U, ,2012

FILED

L o yay3oum

Matthew D(Samﬁé, Esq. T CLERKS OFFICE
Attorney for nt Attorney for Plaintiffs COUNT‘(\‘EW YORK
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Roiter, Chaim
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

T -
SO ORDERED, { ,«@( 4 /

Hon. Sherry I}k‘\ip/-leitler : 0\6'.
o

~

324-75798




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03
CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New Yﬁk Neéw York
\"3\ i\ol , 2012

Kerr ook, Esq. “\MM 30201
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs - .3 OFFICE
Courter & Company, Inc. Roiter, Chaim COUNTLS\%\F?SHSK
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 . New York, New York 10003 a
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oo\
. _ L
o 8 /
SO ORDERED, %0\
Hon. Sherry Kleindleitler G4
™
N ¢
(S

v} 1122-1247




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

| Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03

| 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 § 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, Ney York
(Lp],2012

Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

ED

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Roiter, Chaim MAY 3 0 2012
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CE
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERKS OFFt
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK

(212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherry Kleir Hettler

p o

'
«‘*H‘
v. A

//

1235-20572




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

' NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS,

Plaintifts,

-against-

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

Defendants,

Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

J

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y r}j, New York
5 l \'tel 2012

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Matthew If. S par, Esq.
Attorney fendant
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ L E D

Ramos, Louis M.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 012

700 Broadway OF
K'S

New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLER <

. m NEW YOR
A '1

FICE

324-7579Q




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03
LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yyprk, New York
, 2012

i o
N

Kerr ook, Esq. T

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ! t; E D
Courter & Company, Inc. Ramos, Louis M.

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AY 3 0 zmz

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway , M

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 -, £pK's OFFICE

(212) 509-3456

5500 COLHL | W YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K¢in Heitler s

w3 o 1122-126




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: ;

Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03
LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New k, Naw York
L\p| ,2012

KerryMok, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ L'&E D

Treadwell Corporation Ramos, Louis M.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 30 2012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York IOOOéOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 ’ (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, SR \|
Hon. SherryL‘Iﬁein Heitler “h\\‘! 1 L m

) / ;
)

A

1235-761




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION '+ ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

| Index No.: 111589/03, 112080/03
LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, '

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | 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 § 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: Nev&% k, Niw York
, 2012
\

\/ . ﬂ g Y ' : . R fp],,.,w i {
P NN -4 ‘
o 2 s ﬂ

4

Jamig}¥. Cooper{Esq.” o A S D ,
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs W‘tg\‘q E . \
Kentile Floors, Inc. Ramos, Louis M. SRR ‘
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. waY 3 o 201 1
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway CE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 s OFFIVE 4

(212) 509-3456

1 ke

(212) 558-5500 s «

SO ORDERED,

"

.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler “&{ '\ i

apmrrT -

2082-11902




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-100100
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Ne York, NY
S8 2012

Attorneys for Plaintiff S~
180 Maiden Lane (A
New York, NY 10038

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

\C-( )

HolrmSKerry Kleil Heitler

13895046.1

Samué’réoldﬂl ‘_E E D
Benjamin R. D\?}% ?_“'\?-

NIXON PEABODY LLP M“ 390
Attorneys for Defendant, oF
Patterson-Kelley Company CL\:__P\V\‘ 50O

Key Towers at Fountain N NEW YORK

-~ 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-120471
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
RUDOLPFPH BIBOW SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

<4 2012
By: i) By: N
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
L-\M U Benjamin R. Dwyg¢r EsqF ‘ L- F D \’
WEITZ & LUXENBERG : NIXON PEABODY LLP 02 '
Attorneys for Plainti I\m K 4 o Attorneys for Defendant, MAY 30 z
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 'S OFFICE
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Rlagain 1Y CLE

ountain Plaza, Suite 500 NEW
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1 (‘\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-104106
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
DANIEL C. BLAKE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
X JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

e 2L
By: N{”\ . ,, By: \ j

Sam:uel 'Goﬁblﬁtt, 5
B o F ILE D

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff F K -z Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane <L Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 3 0 2012
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza o
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, SuiteGOONTY Ci * 15 OFFICE
Buffalo, NY 14202 NEW YORK
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,
Hon f Heitler “ﬁ( A ’l ?
KO-
40 &Y
13895046.1 e L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03
CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, ‘

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | 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 § 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, Ne\f York
(W ! 2012

. .
T Al
. . i .
iR " N
- T — L, g hy

Janli B. Coopé‘r, Esc’].

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Kentile Floors, Inc. Roiter, Chaim

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNW 103 OFFICE

) Yk”i\,,/“
SO ORDERED, i : 0\6- /
Hon. Sherry Kléinfeitler [

A 2082-11904




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03
CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, ’

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 0‘1{’ Naw York
l\_Lp |.2012

sl — ol g e

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.

ey

Attorney for Defendant ' Attorney for Plaintiffs Yo,

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Roiter, Chaim MAY 30 2012
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. _

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NEW YCRK

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler «(@\ﬂ A ) F -




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 Index No.: 111589/03, 112078/03
CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-aganst- . MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Y\‘k New York
%! | [\ | 202

7

o i
’ ER 7 gﬁ
Vi P P i, o ; A erma
A wp AT ¢ . v , ui
£ oy, v e L P
Mwm Ty [
—

LY
. N

/J{stimLIEsq. L E D

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs .
7 Qakfabco Inc. Roiter, Chaim _

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 2012

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - s OFFICE

New York, New York 10004 ew Yor York 10003 COUNTY CLERK SKO

(212) 509-3456 58-5500 NEW YOR

' '1“qeei' o
SO ORDERED, /) oA /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler W : }'ﬁz\“

2571-1878




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

{ Index No.: 111594/03, 112197/03

LORETTA SCIALDONE and PASQUALE

SCIALDONE, :
i NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yé‘k New York
U ‘ Lb', 2012

Matthew D. Sdmphr, Esq. - E D ‘
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs l

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Scialdone, Pasquale MAY 3 0 2012
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 ,, “New York 10003 NEW YORK

(212) 509-3456 :

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kl&i

324-7805AB




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
WILLIAM F. RYAN JR. and CAROLYN RYAN, : Index No. 128019/02
: 105928/03
Plaintiff(s),
oAt NO OPPOSITION
aganst SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al. MOTION AND ORDER
. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. . IAS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

A\ >\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company apd/Goodyear Canizlnc/./

By: %@f) E( > By: ' ‘ //

Frank Ortiz, Eﬁi/(l " Lawrence G. Lee, Esg o \
700 Broadway - 264 West 40™ Street F 1L E D s ‘4‘
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 )
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 302 :

+ Cui s OFFICE
Dated: New York, New York ‘ coun! ;\xL\N YORK
.\

SO ORDERED: NI

)}
Hon. Sherry Klei , J.S.C. n &U‘d‘ /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
...... X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION .
JOSEPH CERRONI (Dec.) and :  Index No. 111642/03
MARY CERRONL
. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
aintiff(s), . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
CONGOLEUM CORP., et al, IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
e e 2 2 1 e B 0 P e 1 e X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuaﬁt to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
i

L(/ 24 L
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubbe\r Cgmpany and Goodygar Canada Inc.

5‘.

By: 7L A ¢ E D ’-
- (/ Lawrence G. Lee, Es A

Frank

700 Broadway Y64 West 40" Street MAY 3 0 201 ﬂ "
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 s OFFICE ‘-
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 COUNTY CLERKS 0

NEWYORK

Dated: New York, New York

_ e
SO ORDERED: : ) *-'.m'ﬂ

Hon. $fefty Kleimtiertier, 1.5.C. MAY 17




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
___________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ANDREW J. DUGGAN and : Index Nos. 112089/03
HANNAH DUGGAN, ; 111589/03
Plaintifi(s) . NO OPPOSITION
’ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al. TAS Part 30
Defendants. :
e e m—————— X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New {or York
J- ‘I I Z
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff _ Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
b\‘L\ @ Rublfgpany and Goodyegr Cangfla Inc.
By: > By: LA AL
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ¢/Lawrence G. Lee, Esq
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street MAY 30 2012
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 FICE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 TY CLERKS OF
COUN NEW YORK e

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Slfe’rry Klel/ Hetr, 1.8.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA . Index Nos. 111622/03
INCANTALUPO, : 113562/03
Plaintiff(s) . NO OPPOSITION
’ . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, gtal, . Hon- Sherry Klein Heitler,
: IAS Part 30
Defendants.
....... X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yo?(, New York
iyl
T ’ l
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Gpmpany and Goodyear Lanada Inc.
£
By: By: s

Frank Ortiz, Esq. V" Lawrence G. Lee, Fﬂ -

|
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street ! L E D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 4
(212) 558-5500 212) 302-2400
) (212) MAY 3 0 2012

Dated: New York, New York N <5 GEFICE

BRI

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry ktéin Hent¥r, 1.5.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- - X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
-X
CLIFFORD W. HYDE JR., as Administrator for Index Nos. 111642/03
the Estate of CLIFFORD W. HYDE SR., : 114319/03
Plaintiff(s) . NO OPPOSITION
’ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
............................ ' X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

S| e lyz
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
ubber Comgpany and Goodyﬁ Canada Inc. _
\

B? By: UL 7 c 0 Y

~Frank- Otz Esg—— Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. . ' :

Mattirep Park,ész. \ \m
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street 19 'L“ﬂ'
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 \AN( OR--;;-\OE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 . ;A"}_f_ﬂ_,

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

WENDELL CORWIN SR. and ALICE CORWIN, : Index No. 190447/11

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. 1AS Part 30

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

-

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LL.C
By: / M /Z/ ™,
Béffjamin Darche, Esq. Fawrence G. Lee, Bsq. & 0 ’
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street \ \,-
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 ? 1%\7-
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 0?9\0?'
l©
ﬁi‘( O\'&‘(‘?O‘)‘\I\
Dated: New York, New York cov Wel
SO ORDERED: "
éitler, J.S.C. “N{ 1Y ?““
£ - wi"‘ﬂ\ \’(\
FSYNE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
SANTOS ASSENZIO and ANNATOLIA . Index No. 190008/12
ASSENZIO, :
o . NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- e Se ST
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., hon. Sner
Defendants. .
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
HAY 3 1010

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

By: Vor—— By: /W-‘jz% |

. ]
Michael Roberts, Esq. (/' Lawrence G. Lee, Ey/ F ‘ L E D A .-

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street 0 ?_“‘\?_
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MA‘( 3
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 N
Dated: New York, New York
SO ORDERED:
: Hon. Sherry eitler, J.S.C. MAY 17 ?'“‘1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
FERNANDO HERNANDEZ, :  Index No. 190462/11
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
0. SMI - s . .
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. . 1AS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto, it is hereby:

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

Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
May 7, 2012

WEITZ 7 LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff

By:

, Esq.

MaTTias Pack

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

[T

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company

“Mark Wasef, Esq.

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Hon. Sherry Klein'

eitter, 1.S.C. W




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
1 1 o e e e e —X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA and . Index Nos. 111622/03
VIRGINIA BARBERA, : 113492/03
Plaintiff : NO OPPOSITION
AIntiff(s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
Defendants. .
e e X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yo_ﬁ, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

By: By: T o
7B : . - \\
Matthew Tark, 656. c
760 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street E D \)\
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 % \w
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 .3 Qo 7_“\?. a"\
‘ L OFFICE 1
Dated: New York, New York B ;‘K ‘
SO ORDERED: i
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. MAY 17 2012

SicH - rovd & O ———




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 100731/03, 105151/03

EUGENE RISO, JR.,

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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 Rulés § 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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New, York, New York

l_-# Z¥ ,2012
L [ R

J arnﬂ/ B. Coopef, Esq{
Attorney for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Kentile Floors, Inc. Riso, Eugene Jr. \ Al

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 200 o

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \I\N‘ S ??\c‘

New York, New York 10004 New York, NeWOOB O eao N~ -~
212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheﬁ'ykl'eiﬁ'hcitler

2082-11590




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— - --- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
--- X
MARGARET E. RICHMAN, Individually and : Index Nos. 111642/03
as Executrix for the Estate of : 118014/03
HERMAN R. RICHMAN, :
: NO OPPOSITION
T : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal. . A5 Part30
Defendants.
_______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintif©s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby: '

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y?rk, New York
z{l

24 | [
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber ¢ompany and Go ar anada Inc.
ﬂN m\ L

- ,BYZ Y Lawrence G. Lee, Es L L E D . \

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street MAY 3 0 2012

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 oFF\CE
- - “RK'S

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 COUNTY CLE\?SR

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein ﬁei\ﬁér, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
LUCILLE ROVIELLO (Dec.), : Index No. 111642/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
CONGOLEUM CORP., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : IAS Part 30
S— - X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby: '

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Newq}»rk New York

24 [ 17
(—
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
& M“fg} (7’5 - .
By: _ M o e : .
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \\*; Lawrence G. Lee,
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street 2012
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 3 0
212) 558-5500 02-
(212) 550 (212) 302-2400 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Dated: New York, New York
MAY 1 ® 01

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry %ﬁ?ﬁm@fd J.S.C. oV 4& Dtd'- _________--\

SKA -

|



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
RONALD J. DEON and LINDA M. DEON, : Index No. 111994/02
: 106963/02
Plaintiffs,
: NO OPPOSITION
~against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal.,
Defendants. * Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against The Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Newak,)'!ew York
23//2
7

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc.

op el e LA B W .
Matthew MacIntyre JenKifer T. Childs

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street F | L E D

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 3 0 2012
4
| ICE
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

EW YORK

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kieia Aeitlerd S.C. e ~ T




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
______________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
LOUIS ENDICK (Dec.), : Index Nos. 111642/03
: 118723/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : IAS Part 30
— 4

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and. the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yirk, ,lN‘ ew York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber pmpany and Gc@ar Caflada Inc.
&
- "
By: //-‘/7 /j% By: E D !
Kupadeoitiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, . O
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 !
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 _iu1 i CLERKS OFFICE 4
NEW YORK
Dated: New York, New York 1‘
* "’“ \
SO ORDERED: \,\‘;:l A ‘ /
Hon. Sherdy-#fein Weitler, 1.S.C. ‘ 0”\6'
o2
LW
~\



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
-X
SUSAN J. NORRIS, as Administratrix for the : Index Nos. 111626/03
Estate of MONROE EVANS and 2 121518/03
BETTY EVANS, :
: NO OPPOSITION
- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), . MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
——— - - X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Newg[ ew York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber ¢#mpany and Go@:ar nada Inc.

% SZV By: AMALSL

Fm E V' Lawrence G. Lee, Es
M\ Tane\s s L E D
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 30 2012
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 OFEFICE
Y CLERKS

COUNT NEW W YORK

Dated: New York, New York "
" oML

SO ORDERED: w

Hon. Sherry Kleifl Heitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
--X
DOROTHY MOORE, Individually and :  Index No. 109851/03
CAROL ANN O’CONNELL as Executrix for the :
Estate of RAYMOND MOORE, :
. NO OPPOSITION
o . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), . MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
- - -—---X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it 1s hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yo ew York

‘l [©
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Cgmpany and Goodyear C ada Inc

By: ,»/7/6% By:

Brank-@rfiz, Esq. U Lawrence G Lee, E 1“\1_
39

'\1 \L-\"u-l.\ (M\\

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street “N{ S o??

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 ™ Q\,E?‘Yé)?\\g

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 GO e Y

Dated: New York, New York “N( A ;' 'L“\?.

SO ORDERED: Y, 3 &D\d'. /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. o - RO




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to: Index No; 126037/02

Andrea E. Hayward, as Administratrix for the

Estate of Henry J. Hayward Jr., and Andrea E. | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Hayward, Individually, JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LL.C, formerly known as Dana Corporation
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New Yor

S, 200

atthev{ Park, Esq. (" Judith A, Ydvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attomeys for CertainTeed Corporation L
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor N
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 8 ‘ L E D
(212) 344-5461 (212) 452-5300 o ~

—MAY 3 0 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW _39{“ .
Hon. Sherfy K. Héitler = \{ ;‘; il 1“\

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 126037/02

Andrea E. Hayward, as Administratrix for the
Estate of Henry J. Hayward Jr., and Andrea E. | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Hayward, Individually, JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and theré being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

Costs.

Dated: New York, New York

sh<, 20
T > 1%
atthe ¥ Bark, Esq. Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER [ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation .
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 121 FI SN
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 0# ILED
(212) 344-5461 (212) 452-5300 .
MAY 3 0 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry KY Treitler
WY 17 2012




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| | (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 122052/02
WILLIAM S. ALLEN, AS EXECUTOR FOR
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE E. ALLEN,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New%niﬂg\!ew York
2 , 2012

Mg ed UE

icole Wesseleman, Esq. :
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of George Allen F I E D

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 Zmz
(212) 509-3456 5500
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hont y Klein Heitler

WAY 1 o f¥¥ies
3D —""

corg oy
{N0143323-1} G !



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
MARIE BARBUTO, as Executrix for the : Index Nos. 115837/03
Estate of BARTOLOMEO J. BARBUTO, and : 100724/03
MARIE BARBUTO, Individually, :
- NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
Defendants. : S
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E D A

Dated: New: Y7r g,OlTeW York F \ \f
N\

79 'L“‘\'L
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goo @(“‘%q
O . Rubb%ﬁ;%@mada ME
By: by
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘i A awrence G. Leeﬁgsq
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 v ,&\1
WA
Dated: New York, New York ) _‘ N /
" YW
e
SO ORDERED: o

Hon. Sherry4¢tgin Heitldr, 1.8.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
DOMENICK CALLO and BONITA CALLO, : Index Nos. 105546/03
100087/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : [AS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y, York
Oﬁ( 20T

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

\*’XQ»OD‘T

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Cofnpany and Googdyear ada Inc.

By:

LawrenceG Lee E F Y\‘

A

W\
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street “N( 30 \:\;\Q‘E
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 E\;\\Qi” O
(212) 558-5500 : (212) 302-2400 o N G\\-N oRe

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kleiﬁlféitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-------- - -- X
EUGENE BREETVELD and THERESA : Index No. 111588/03
BREETVELD, :
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., IAS Part 30

Defendants. .
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are¢ hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

U{, I OV
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

o //W J‘é;{éfﬁf?n Chlldsé t L E D

OnC & cfi &5y W
,pBroadway M 264 West 40" Street MAY 30

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 LERK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 (‘,OUNTY CW YORK

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kifein Heitler, J.S.C.

, \‘\‘ ‘\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator Index No. 100727/03
for the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE II, :
Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
..against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. - IASPart 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and
Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: N ork, New York

2
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP :
Attomeys for Plaiatiff Attorneys fopDefendants The Goodyear Tire &

. y —~ @ ] ubber _Co

y and Goo:lwda Inc.

By: . - Z BN
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' " Lawrence G. Le?s(L E D
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 30 2012
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 FICE
COUNTY CLE\‘?C})(EKOF
Dated: New York, New York e NEW
SO ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry KleinHéitler, J.S.C.
MY 1 v M

SKH - Hevd & Did:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
et nmmmamaan e aanansmaaan X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
e e X
RONALD E. HOEFT (Dec.), : Index Nos. 100234/03
: 106359/03
Plaintiff{(s),
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : 1AS Part 30
—-ne o X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Nork,;New York
L 2

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

w/\ AN {*___Rubber Compghy and Goodyear Cgnada Inc.
By: O By ,ﬁé\‘

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ Lawrence G. Lee’&%i:‘ | L E D _ i

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 30 2012
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 FICE

QUNTY CLERKS OF

GO NEW YORK
Dated: New York, New York
SO ORDERED:
Hon. Shery Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
MAY 17 2012
o0 & VWO —

Sk - R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ALICE BUTERA, as Executrix for the Estate of :  Index Nos. 127886/02
VERNON DEPRIEST, : 102479/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
g :  MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ¢t al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
Defendants, .
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yprk, New York

L! | 2 e
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
@ _ Rubber Cofppany and Goo@?ada Inc.
By: _ By A et — ﬂ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. " Lawrence G. Lee, E@i{ ;
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street E | L E D )
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 o
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 3 0 2012 '
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK -,
v 1012
SO ORDERED: oy M AY 1
Hon. Sherry Klein eitler, J.S.C. . '
oo aevd & DI e .

oK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
MICHAEL CARLIN and JANET CARLIN, :  Index Nos. 105173/03
: 100731/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. . IAS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Neweﬁrk, ew York

| 36112
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Co y and Goo‘d’ygfwlnc.
By» 2 By A Teecct — 2SI

r Lawrence G. Lee, Esq.

264 West 40th Street F ‘ L E D . \\

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 i
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 WM 30 Zm }
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY © CRES OFFICE
NEW YO
MAY T
SO ORDERED: |
Hon. Shéfry K¥éh Heitler, J.S.C. IR ——




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
GERALD F, KELTY, JR., and TERESA KELTY, : Index Nos. 126934-2002
: 104397-2003
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODS. CO., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants, . IAS Part 30
X

WHERETORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyecar Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
U D5 Do
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
' A/ o
By: 77 \,4 By: _fz. , : D A
~Ardam S Drekster” 1{} Jasof Kau F‘ ‘ E .
ore 1. fogtrere A €, |
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street - y 301200 _
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 WA CE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 oy RS OFF
: cOUNTY =7 YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc,
Dated: New York, New York '

- T

SO ORDERED: b /
Hon. Sheffy Klein Mditler, 1.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
LAMAR CHANDLER and : Index Nos. 103530/03
DOROTHY CHANDLER, : 126681/02
Plaintifi(s) . NO OPPOSITION
’ :  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoyk, New York

4/23/12
o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyegr Tire &

Rubber Cdmpany and Gcfgar Canagda Inc.

BYM% By: ¢ E. D . \
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, Es

-

o2 )
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street MAY 30 t
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 kS OF\:\GE'
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 cuunll ‘)\1 orK .

e y \ g
Dated: New York, New York “b« /
8 O
pco

SO ORDERED: sk

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




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA . Index No. 128024/02
VOSSELER, :
intiff(s),
Plaintifi(s) NO OPPOSITION
aoainst. . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
g . MOTION AND ORDER

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon, Sherry Klein Heiler,

IAS Part 30
Defendants. 3

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New‘}’?ﬂ(, Ngw York
/23/rz.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goesyear Canada Inc.

By: Byl
—
Phan Alvarado, Esq.

O¥riz SKkbai-Naini,

FILED !

700 Broadway 264 est 40™ Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 30 202

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
e NEW YORK

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: MAY 17 L

Hon. Sherry KI€in Heitler, J.S.C. e
s - bovd & DI ==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION .
X
JEANETTE O’CONNOR, Individually and . Index Nos. 120767/01
as Executrix for the Estate of : 111223/01
DONALD O’CONNOR, g
- . NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against- e —
A.C.and S, INC., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
0
Defendants. : IAS Part 3
...... X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
4 l2 4/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

-

By: " S
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

2012
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street MAY 30
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 LERKS OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 couNT\"\\g\N YORK
Dated: New York, New York B
- 02
SO ORDERED: ) (TN
Hon. Sherry KISt Heitler} J.S.C. g
acvo &V




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
- - - X
JUNUIS PRICE (Dec.), :  Index Nos. 112020/03
: 111593/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : 1AS Part 30
--- X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New, /} w York
Q‘/ {

2
WEITZ & LUXENBFRG P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plajntiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
ﬂi{l Rubber CAdmpany and Gc@%ﬁ Inc.
By: L.\)(/\.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' Y Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. & \&
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street F ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 B
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 3 0 20V .

KS OFFICE

Dated: New York, New York COUN \\& WE\\?\OR K

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Het




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— - — X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
- --- X
LOUIS M. RAMOS (Dec.), : Index Nos. 111589/03
: 112080/03
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
: Defendants. : IAS Part 30
e e e e X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: NeWY k, New York

21»/ A
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
— f{x“-\) \ Rubber Cpmpany and Goodyg Zj Inc.
£ el p |
By: L-:-..‘\"}(_/\- (:/ _ By:
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ULawrence G. Lee, Esq ﬁ D
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street f ‘ L
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 30 2002
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 €
OFF\C
Y G
Dated: New York, New York - . GO\-)N’Y NEW ‘(OP‘K
SO ORDERED: ] 1
Hon. Sherry ¥lein Heltler, 1.S.C. “AY 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
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 104999/01
FRANK C. GULLO, JR. "

Plaintiffs,
-against- . NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC, etal, . MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 ¢osts.

Dated: New. é{‘))rk, ew York
ol (D] 2012

Mgl

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Courter & Company, Inc. Frank C. Gullo, Jr.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 1174
(212) 509-3456 @12 - MAY 302

GOUNTY CLERS':KOFF‘CE
Y
SO ORDERED, NEW

on. Sherry Kleff Heitler

{N0143323-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 104999/01
FRANK C. GULLO, JR. ’

Plaintiffs,
-against- | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC, et al, ' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New ¥ otk, New York
2012 /\,ﬂl\

L—s\xjfk

o+

e o “m
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs D
Treadwell Corporation Frank C. Gullo, Jr. F | L E ) ]
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 30 2012
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 :
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Shehymﬁﬁeitler
1235 2733

-3 W /

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 105917/04, 121477/02
CHARLES JOHNSON AND JOAN JOHNSON,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New Q\orlg,%\l w York
NS 1L | 2012

Waddl ’?\/Q/k@

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. \§

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ;
Courter & Company, Inc. Charles Johnson and Joan Johnso \ L E D x
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. nF T
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 2012

New York, New York 10004 ork; New York 10003 MY 30

212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500
o ! NTY CLERKS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, ___ g
Hon. Shen#/klein Heitler
1122-2021
{N0143323-1} 10 -
_povd d D

SRR

|




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 105917/04, 121477/02
CHARLES JOHNSON AND JOAN JOHNSON,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
2012 i,
4,1.,"”“ w’*\"&\.,,\a;'*f Jw 1,:‘ . :‘(;J ;VB\‘.:. e
Mavesael KA

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \ D
Treadwell Corporation Charles Johnson and Joan Jo ‘ L E
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 10 (A
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 “M cE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CLERES OFF!
SO ORDERED,
Ho
12351538
vy 17 10
\ nﬁ\cd‘ &(D‘d. /
{N0143377-1) oM AT e

[




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.: 106690/02
PEGGY LOFTON, '
Plaintiffs, ;
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S.INC., et al., :
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y.drk, New York
| 2012

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.

~AN

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Peggy Lofton
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E D o
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway .
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 3 0 20\2 .
(212) 509-3456 MAY
\ E
GOUNTY CLE\F{’\S;:KOFF\C ;
SO ORDERED, NEW
1235.5741
ey P
X \Q-./
(NO143377-1} P




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: :

' Index No.: 116052/02
RALPH CESTARE, AS PROPOSED =
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF AGNES

CESTARE, ;
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
AC. &S,INC, etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New%?rk N w York
] /5‘ , 2012

e,
,,,v,m g, ,.m“ﬁ\% nk‘}' f:fmv‘im‘ﬁ-,. s ;
\ Vil e l\ ‘

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. ' ”
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F ‘ E D

Treadwell Corporation Estate of Agnes Cestare
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 zmz
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MA‘( 3
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ERKS QFF\CE
(212) 509-3456 00UNT¥\‘ E\N T ORK
SO ORDERED, ¢ A 4 1%\

Klein Heitler s{ ) /

\\ ‘)\Ql -20292
>
v
L
\‘(

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY it NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

. Index No.: 106695/02
JOHN A. GENTILE AND JUDITH A. GENTILE, |

Plaintiffs, ' NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S.INC,, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 ! "
2012 % AN

™
M L -
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. ~
Attomey for Defendant Attomney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation John A. Gentile and Judith A. Gentile D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ L E. L
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York, Ne
-5500

10003 WA 3 o W2 .

i \":,.’\‘S OFF\CE A
Ny :_./”L"‘" " 2K A
SO ORDERED, ‘COU‘ NEW YOF
Hon. Sherry I{(Iéin Heitler ‘L
AT N
e
(N0143377-1)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S, Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 122052/02
WILLIAM S. ALLEN, AS EXECUTOR FOR
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE E. ALLEN,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ez 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.
.‘E‘ .|’._-v'\’;ﬁ/- e - \v‘ \
S

Dated: New_Yprk, New York

2012
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. ™ .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs E D \

Treadwell Corporation Estate of George Allen
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ L
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 2“\2 '
New York, New York 10004 New York, New, York 10003 way 39 :
(212) 509-3456 85500 5 OFFICE
LR
QOUNT\{N(‘-;W ‘(OP‘K
SO ORDERED, \ 'Z
Hon
“N{ 1 1 2“ 1235-22108
48 D —

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106314
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
L.D. CAPLES JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

¢ I 4 ,2012 /}Q
By: s . By:
f-«w.-f ‘) g"', “a V. Samuek@ﬁﬁ)latt Esq
e % A0 s Benjamin R. Dwyer Es
WEITZ & LUXENE , P, . NIXON PEABODY LLP g L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff ( (o g - Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 3 0 2012
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 in Plaza, Suité500« ¥ CLERK'S OFFICE
uffalo, NY 14202 NEW YORK
(716) 853-8100 .
SO ORDERED, q 'M

Klein Reitler

138950461

<&




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-109549
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
FRANK CATALANO NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
X JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

Sl4 ,2012
By: ){%‘\ i 0 By
TN A Samu€L 6ol blw.
L“\}QJ ; Benjamin R. D Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ﬁq al z Attorneys for Defendant, |
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comer I L E D |
New York, NY 10038 Key § at Fountain®laz
(212) 558-5500 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202 MAY 3 0 2012
(716)853-8100 .
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherryi-ﬁle‘iﬁ’i—'leitler

13895046.1

b
y "
o JQ&Q“

/\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-100170
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
MICHAEL J. AMATO SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

T A , 2012
By: {\ By:
2~ Ay na Benjamin R. Dwye E D
WEI?; &?TfUX ERG P.0\ "* {2  NIXON PEABODY LLP F i L
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 30 0
New York, NY 10038 ~ Key Towers at Fountain Plaza cICE
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50000\ NTY CLERKS OF
Buffalo, NY 14202 NEW YORK
’ (716) 853-8100 \1
SO ORDERED, \ A1 °
Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler “&( R /
0’\6,
0¥
o

13895046.1 %\A“ )




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

. NYCAL
| LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
ANNE WALSH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR
THE ESTATE OF TERRENCE WALSH AND
ANNE WALSH, INDIVIDUALLY
Plaintiffs,
-against-

A.C&S,INC, etal,

Defendants.

| (Heitler, J.)

' Index No.: 103227/03

| 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 § 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.

FILED

Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 0 2012
2012 [
: P U T A TY CLERK'S OFFICE
Manadld i Wi
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Estate of Terrence Walsh
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway T
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - - =--"- ,,17
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 M l\‘( Y ”n
SO ORDERED, L oW """
M :iﬁ"“ ' A
1235-0925

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

| Index No.: 103227/03
ANNE WALSH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR

THE ESTATE OF TERRENCE WALSH AND
ANNE WALSH, INDIVIDUALLY :
' NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ’
AC&S., INC, etal.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and - |

without costs.

Dated: New )%o'r)(@e York
\ , 2012
Sy /

Nicole Wessele'man, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Terrence Walsh
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

\

{N0143323-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
 (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 118277/02
DIANE WILSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE

OF CHARLES J. WILSON, ;
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A.C&S.,INC,etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F E Hm E D

Dated: New}%) }w York MAY 30 2012

2012
LERK'S OFFICE
Wpggd— % fﬁ”@ —

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Charles J. Wilson
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ; (212) 558-5500

Y“AY 17 7“‘?

SO ORDERED,
Honmrry i @KH z

1122-2437

{NO0143323-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S, Part 30
! (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 110182/00
L. C. RICHARDS AND MARY B. RICHARDS,

Plaintiffs, '
_ | NO OPPOSITION
-agatnst-  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
AC&S,INC.., etal, 3
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Youk, Na‘v York

D | NG : 2012
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. \\3
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -
Treadwell Corporation L.C. Richards and Mary B. R{ $ D i
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. §ix 1 L E A
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ' !
New York, New York 10004 New York, New YQTk 10003 MAY 3 0 2002

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5

KK OFFICE 4

NEW YORK 2
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry
123513919

{N0143377-1} SK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

{ Index No.: 100731/03, 105151/03
EUGENE RISO, JR., !

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
.complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2012

L]

Attorney tor Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs MAY 3 0 2012

Treadwell Corporation Riso, Eugene Jr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Ca |, o0y LERK'S OFFICE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW YORK ,

- New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 e
(212) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Kleia/Heitler q 1T 041




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

' Index No.: 105605/01
ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI AND STELLA

MIGLIOZZI !
Plaintiffs, { NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC,, etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Ne ?rk, w York
\ ‘lfxl ,2012

7_ (™
B " sty
a . >
/ o w.‘;"m._,...-r"r' y & :‘qd % p,.,"{;/"_‘
S ,,’\"u... o
WM‘L\& d}\.m {\... ot m.w-l‘”‘j‘%

-

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. -

Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘
Treadwell Corporation Antonio Migliozzi and Stella MFoz‘i E D ‘ i
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway (174

New York, New York 10004 New-¥ork, New York 10003 MAY 30 z

(212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500 CLERK'S OFFICE

T
COUNT! EW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She"r?y/klein Heitler

{NO143377-1} it




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 110182/00
L. C. RICHARDS AND MARY B. RICHARDS, !

Plaintiffs, .
) NO OPPOSITION
-against- ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C&S., INC.,etal, e
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yo k New York

ey 20 12 f& :
élCOlC Wesseleman, Esq. ;é

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. L.C. Richards and Mary B. Ri d:‘ L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway )
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 30 0
(212) 509-3456 . (212) 558-5500
' | GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
s NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, T
Hon. Sherry Klein ﬁ‘litler
1122-14509
AN M
A —
{NO143323-1} oM &




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

i Index No.: 123165/02
CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, AS :
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF
JOSEPH J. LUNGA AND VERONICA K. !
LUNGA INDIVIDUALLY, E NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: M‘%g N@\ m | I L E D
i W/Qé/ A MAY 3 0 2012

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. MV CLERK'S OFFICE
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NEW YORK
Courter & Company, Inc. Estat of Joseph Lunga

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

New York; New York 100032
558-5500 . = 4R

T A o
’ A &Q\S)n/
Hérr SherryKlein Heitler N0

XS 1122-19248

SO ORDERED,

{N0143323-1} i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

| Index No.: 123165/02
CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, AS =
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

JOSEPH J. LUNGA AND VERONICA K. . NO OPPOSITION
LUNGA INDIVIDUALLY, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiffs,
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PROCUTS CO., etal.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New )%01:}(, N }lYork
[ L'{ 2012

£,
3 “‘?..% /;? """’»
.«@fwh“v'm-,«-“'"‘*m‘\ 4:' ] F E D

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. w\ﬁ 0 2012
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘
Treadwell Corporation Estate of Joseph Lunga OUN fY CLERK S OFF\CE
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. C YORK

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

W York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Eﬁ?r’r!/ Klein Heitler -
.o T 1235-1871%

AN

{N0143377-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-119235
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
KAREL DVORAK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursvant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, NY
< ! f! , 2012

By: o By:

o Samuel Goldblatt, Esq /| LED
‘ "“"'{"‘»"““Z’"Esq- !;F “

z; o ’ i 2 J Benjamin R. Dwyer E
& DUXENBERG\P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff™ '

Attorneys for Defendant, MAY 30 20
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 owers at Fountain PE2%™
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
. Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

grLH
T B,
o e

NL Vi

SO ORDERED,

Hon. if Heitler

138950461 ‘ g{\\’\ ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-100157
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOSEPH D. FESTA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests surnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

Q’lﬁ,zolz

By: T By: \\ - —
) ) 7 ; J\..‘.;.-w Samuel Goldblatt, Es
by 'y gy 7, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer PFsq.
C. NIXON PEABODY LL E D
Attorneys for Plainti rm\&”ﬁx‘k’lc‘!—- Attorneys for Defendan? ‘ L
180 Maiden Lane Pattersori-Kelley Company 1
New York, NY 10038 owers at Fountain PlazagAY 3 b
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 _ “FFICE
Buffalo, NY 14202 YRR

COUNTY
(716) 853-8100 NL\J \(Uﬂ\"\

MB\’ 1"17.“

A Dtd‘ /

138950461 e

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106306
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CARMELO A. FICALORA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
S—i f] ,2012

LS

By: - . " By: | e
U e - Samuel Goldblatt, E4q.
N, b ! of 2 VS . .

bowey g il Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyéf Esq. ‘ L E D
WEITZ & LUXENBE F d NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff o ra Attorneys for Defendant, 12

180 Maiden Lane o Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 30 w

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 5 OFFICE

(212) 558-5500

{intain Plaza, Suite 500GOUNTY E_W \(()HK
Buffalo, NY 14202 N
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, -t '
Hon. Sherry Kein Heitler m

m*" .
" ,“,//)

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-101110
X 01-120432
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES R. FLEMING SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
ﬂ A ,2012 @

o
. )'.

W(

" R . " Samue Goldblatt, E%
v T ;ZEsq Benjamin R. Dwyer E
WW& LU%ENBERG c Y‘VCILZ* NIXON PEABODY LL I L E D
far

Attorneys for Plaintiff ™ """"‘ Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane \"3} Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 3 0 2012
New York, NY 10038 KeyFowers at F ounta1 Q

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite WTY CLEI'S O, FICE

Buffalo, NY 14202 NEW YURK

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SHerry K ﬂ
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK wry v Y N
COUNTY OF NEW YORK e o
. M) :

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 07-116795
X 02-104831
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
HOWARD CORR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

{4 ,2012
By: 6 “y - -
Wm'ﬂ m-ﬁ—:ﬁ-“n,

Ma M’ -

q. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ﬁ ,f 2. Attorneys for Defendan ‘ L E D
180 Maiden Lane ' Patterson-Kelley Compa.lF
New York, NY 10038 K. wers at Fountain Plaza Y30 2012
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 MA
Buffalo, NY 14202 Y oL S OFFICE
(716) 853-8100 COUNT L E YuRK
SO ORDERED,
Hon. itY Heitler “h\( 1 ‘7 7—“\1
. —»

. A
13895046.1 S\‘Qf\ -BC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-120462
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
VINCENT COSTA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

v[4 2012
. iy .
By: " ‘i. “u: 5":““‘1\ yot A By:
Ll 5 A S e ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, B.C. N . NIXON PEABODY LL, L E D !
Attorneys for Plaintiff ﬁ\ L . Attorneys for Defendam? \ cd
180 Maiden Lane ™ ‘

Patterson-Kelley Company 0 2012
New York, NY 10038 7 "Towers at Fountain PlazaMM 3

(212) 558-5500

Buffalo, NY 14202 oUNTY CLERYS
(716) 853-8100 N

SO ORDERED,

HémShereyKIcin Heitler

13895046.1 5’&




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-118068
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN J. CULLEN SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

¥ |4 2012
By: g By: \
L N U Samuel Goldblatt, Esd.
. +ES % Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(\ ... , . NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff RO ‘f-—.__ Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Patterson-Kelley Com
New York, NY 10038 v Towers at Fountagﬁl,ai l:mv E D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202 MAY 3 0 2012
(716) 853-8100
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK
M h\( 1 v 7““

W

13895046.1 RUAL T

LS b {}‘d'. - ‘\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106310
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
ALBERT D’AGOSTINO SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
¢ (&,2012

_ oldblatt, Bgq.
Vi N A R Y aaey Y P Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

. NIXON PEABODY LLP

. /MLK AT Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
owers at Fountain Plaza

40 F in Pl i
surionvicr F1LED

(716) 853-8100
MAY 3 0 2012

180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, N
' COUNTY GLEIRK'S OFFICE
L A " NEW YORK

13895046.1 ) T T
et -

Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 03-104308,
X 01-120391 & 02-104308
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JERRY DIAMOND SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Nej York, NY
By: ™ i By: \\ Q

Py '%7‘@ ) [ '-"'-""4%-"-» Samuel €foldblatt, E

by }Qj& { 7 *t‘mv‘“\% Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBE &+ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff aj ] a2 Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane 2 ' Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 ountain Plaza, Suite 50

Buffalo, NY 14202 L E D

(716) 853-8100 'm‘\l
30
SO ORDERED, -
erry Klein Heitler “b‘( _‘C mu- Q\gé)ﬁii‘
oW )
=

138950461

yns,
ot




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-118687
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
PETER CONNOLLY SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

. (2L
By:_, m'(‘-e. o o) By: h ~ :

i b T Samuet®ioldblatt, Esg.
l v ]
L'W K_/ . Benjamin R. Dwyer/gs;.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG; =+ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff f A T'Z-— Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Corﬁnllz L
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fount E D

(212) 558-5500 ountain Plaza, Suite 500

uﬁ'alo, NY 14202 MAY 3 0 2012

(716) 853-8100

R TTET RS o H' HY'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, N ORI

13895046.1

\M’ " /

4

= T



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106318
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
STEPHEN BOBROWICH SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
, 2012

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

\J

SO ORDERED, N
Hon- Sherf), Kt Heitler

13895046.1

blatt, Esg/
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es

NIXON PEABOD L|F l L E D
Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Company
Key-Fowers at Fountain PlazMAY 30 2012

40 Fountain Plaza, Sui
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Samuel

&Rty cLerks oFFIcE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-105777
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES BRENNAN SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

LA 2012
By: f; ™ P Pl By:
Fa AW L AR Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
W B : Benjamin R. Dwyer Es
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P>, + NIXON PEABODYEP‘ L E, D
Attorneys for Plaintiff ﬁ\ oy S Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane ' Patterson-Kelley Companyyay 3 0 2012

owers at Fountain Plaza

New York, NY 10038
40 Fountain Plaza, Sl&&_ﬁ@ﬁ CLERK'S OFFICE
N

(212) 558-5500

Buffalo, NY 14202 EW YORK
(716) 853-8100 -
SO ORDERED BN it
’ HéHr, Sherry Klein Heitler \M" & / |

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-121426
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
EDWARD F. MARTENS SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.
Dated: New Yark, NY
(mt(‘\ ,2012

WEITZ & LUXENBERG:-F:(:
Attorneys for Plaintiff RG“S (ﬁ‘”’ K

180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

oﬂfi

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1

att, [Fsq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

Samuel Gold

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Compan
Key Towers at Fountainéaz\ L E D
ountain Plaza, Suite®™500 0
MAY 3020

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-115469
X _
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
EVA M. MASI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

Ti4a 2012
By: ' o s
N & "
M U e s, Benjamin R. Dwyek Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERGy -8, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff e 72 Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Pron frtnd Patterson-Kelley Company D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fount 1‘:&1\_ E.
(212) 558-5500 O-Fountain Plaza, Suike 50
_‘ Buffalo, NY 14202 MAY 30 1A
(716) 853-8100 CE
NTY CLERKS OF
SO ORDERED, UNTY B YORK

13895046.1 %K\A -




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-123182
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
MICHAEL PALAZZO SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.
Dated: New York, NY
,2012 (‘2
By: , _ £ By: \ '}
P u Samuel Gofdblatt, E%
“ ’4"“ BN Benjamin R. Dwyer BSq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "'P%Cw g NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff RV YA Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane fe k- Patterson-Kelley Comp \ E. D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers-at Fountai Faz
(212) 558-5500 4 tain Plaza, Suite 500 AY 9 0 'L“\?-
Buffalo, NY 14202 W cICE
(716) 853-8100 80
SO ORDERED, v ﬂ({

Hen 888rry-&efn Mlitler

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-101088
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
FRANK C. PERRY SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New Yor((, NY
, 2012

By:

iy

p . L o - ]’é,’"sq'
WEITZ r3 LUXENBERG P G,
Attorneys for Plaintiff )
180 Maiden Lane f (as K«M
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1

o200

Samuel Goldblatt, Esqj'
Benjamin R. Dwyer E
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Comp
Key Towers at Fountain aJEza‘ L E D
in Plaza, Suite 500

MAY 3 0 2012

uffalo, NY 14202

716) 853-8100

() COUNTY G LERKS OFFICE
"L NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190263,
: X  01-120396 & 02- 103357
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
EDWARD T. GOOD SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Newﬂ rk, NY
f , 2012

By:

raep

{ x~ o
o~ }?ﬁs 1"7 k

.,‘ff [ monﬂn

o Esq
z & ‘H:J'XENBE’ f "K
Attorneys for Plainti

- éﬂ
180 Maiden Lane ﬁ\\":}

New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

MIem ﬁentler

13895046.1

“Samuel Goldblatt,

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers-af FountaigRlaga
)-Fountain Plaza, Suiﬁoa(i L E D

Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100 MAY 3 0 2012
ERKS OFF\CE
"y ,'(({ NTY B YORK
e ee
.u‘\.u" /

o“—'ﬂ,"

st




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-121113
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
FRED A. HOFMANN, JR. SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

i 212 W
By: [ " By: \

e — 7 B I Samuel Goldblatt, Es

o, 5 w e
P T TR e s R Benjamin R. Dwyer Hsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBER o NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Yy 1" Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane l&‘“- f_l'/ Patterson-Kelley Comp | L E D

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers-at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 fain Plaza, Suite 500 MAY 3 0 2012
Buffalo, NY 14202 FICE
(716) 853-8100 COUNTY CLERK'S OF

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1 5\4-\(\ i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-124181
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
EROTIDO LARRINAGA SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
viAa_ 2012

By:.«.ﬂ.r'rn.._ A.‘-’“- . - 57‘“
S
WEITZ & LUXENBERQ.{-.I;Qi»;-
Attorneys for Plaintiff f
180 Maiden Lane 6’-*4- Y‘\?KJ‘?/
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry-Hlein Heitler

13895046.1

- /
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. //
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq!
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Comp ‘ L

Key Towers at Fountain ®aza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500y \y 3 0 A
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-120575
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
BERTRAND E, LINDSEY SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

sl{a 202 /Z QQ
Byro 4 ' o 0 By: \ :

-
E’M% Sy o8 Samuel Goldblatt, E4q.
e T Y Esq Benjamin R. DwyerEsq.
WEITZ & LUXENB R% * NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff &<z Attorneys for Defend
180 Maiden Lane ﬁff). Patterson-Keltey Comaﬁy‘ L E D .
New York, NY 10038 K wers at Fountain Plaza 02
(212) 558-5500 0 Fountain Plaza, Suite S00MAY 3 0 2
Buffalo, NY 14202 \CE
- P, CLERKIS OFF
(716) 853-8100 COUNT \ilEW VORK
SO ORDERED, o '
b
-, D e

13895046.1
il




X NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106304
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
CHARLES H. GEE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Yrrk, NY

s14 ,2012 QQ

- “ s f'* e Samuel Gotdblatt,

%\ﬂ,ﬁm R T o B ’f Benjamin R. Dwyer Ekq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER : gf) L“A %~ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 Sffalo, NY 1:;3’28111;'_'50% L E D

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1 it




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-123065
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN DOHERTY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

sla 2012 /\%/QQ
By: e _ o By: -

s _— "» for %, - --m-m Samuel Goldblaty/Esq. L
AT A 5 %> £5q. Benjamin R. Dwyer Es
RGXE 4 o~ NIXON PEABODY LICJF L ED . \
Attorneys for Plaintiff =N/ Attorneys for Defendant, ¥
180 Maiden Lane ' Patterson-Kelley Company  yaY 3 0 2012

New York, NY 10038

Key Towersat Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 ;

ountain Plaza, Suite P

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

13895046.1

T FFICE
Buffalo, NY 14202 W YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No. 02-110269

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

PAUL MARQUARDT

X
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs,

Dated: New Y. rkIjYV
l% [ ’ 12

124 an7fez, , Esq.

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

SO ORDERED,

13833735.1

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq

NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Company E I L E D
Key Towers at Fountain Pl

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 MAY 3 0 2012

__ Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I. A, S, Part 30
: (Heitler, 1)
X
This document relates to: : Index No. 190047/2011
JOSEPH CLARKE : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
X

WHEREAS, Defendant Selby Battersby & Co., requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s complaint
against Selby Battersby & Co., 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
Selby Battersby & Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

5///9 ,2012

™
")\GQ%
Sy

e 7
Lori Benavides, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor The Dun Building, 110 Pearl Street, 4" Floor
New York, NY 10022 Buffalo, NY 14202 .
Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Selby Battersby & Co 3

MAY 3 0 2012

Hon. Sh ia-Hitler, J.S.C. \ CLERK'S OFFICE
W COUNTY CLERKES

SO ORDERED,

00203041.WPD




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 Relates to:

Index No.: 107446/07
CHERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate
of JAMES J. WOODS,

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A. Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS
COMPANY, et al
Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant, The H. B. Smith Company, 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, The H. B. Smith 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, The H. B. Smith Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York é/ % / ya

fd | P -

Peter J. Stas@,'Esq.(/\ Loks A GwAv\DS.T 'ESQ

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

The H. B. Smith Company, Inc. Levy, Phillips & Koni st,

102 Elm Street, 2nd Flr., Suite 8 800 Third Avenue, 11" Flbor ]'LEL E D

Westfield, MA 01085 New York, NY 10022

(413) 568-3148 (212)605-6288  MAY 30 201
COUNi Y CLERK'S OFEICE

Honorable SHerry Klein Heitler

Y i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

_ X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

X

No Opposition

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Summary Judgment
MINAS GEORGOPOUILOS Motion and Order
v, Index No.: 11/190104
QUAKIER CHEMICAL CORP,, et al.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hercby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintifflls complaint against Decfendant, QUAKER
CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2012

CammrenStGeerge—ksq. . (aV Ce sova Stephen A. Manuele, Esq.

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Feldman Kieffer, LLP

Atlorneys for Plainti(f Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker
800 Third Ave, 13" Floor Chemical

New York, New York 10022 The Dun Building

212-605-6200 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor

Buftalo, New York 14202

—  EILED

2012
$O ORDERED. MaY 30

Hon. Sherry Kl Heifer




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-109561
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES F. SMITH SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

" , 2012 /Z
By: : By: \ -

g Samuel Goldblatt, E

:11

: A Esq Benjamin R. DwyerEsq.

WElTZ‘ & LUXENBERG ‘P C NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff E 7[ Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane ﬂ)- Q" <z Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fount ‘f P&f

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, S 1— E D
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 MAY 3 0 2012

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, " qEPUNTY CLERKS

A
13895046.1 - ?\C'




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
Index No. 01-119610
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X  MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New YO(k, NY

<1 o012
By: By: }
LS R ;;’" Samuel Goldblatt, Eyq.
W ‘ , Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyef Esq.
’ WBfrz & LUXENBERG iP.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plainti > Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane \b“"“ ’/' Patterson-Kelley Company K
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fowgz F D |
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza¥Suité 506= *= ;

0, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 MAY 3 0 2012

, CLERK'S OFFICE

VM NEWYORK
N{ a1

SO ORDERED,

Hon:

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-109554
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOSE TRINIDAD SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
slaq 202

SR R Samuel Goldblatt, Fsq.

' e , Esq. Benjamin R. Dwy¢t Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER‘@ .C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff }’ %k a /ﬂ,P - Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Compf ! L E D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain®laz
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountai 4, Suite 500
alo, NY 14202 MAY 3 0 2012
(716) 853-8100

W« FICE
UNTY CLERKS OF
co W YORK

\‘J
W . /\

SO ORDERED,

Hon.Ml n'Heitler

13895046.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-101070
X 01-120432
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
WALTER VOSBURGH SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New chl?, NY
{a__ 202

By: . By:
S : LR Samuel Goldblatt, E4q.
A VI - -+, Esq. Benjamin R. DwyeT Esq.
“WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffyg™ )/_ a ,(t-z_, Attorneys for Defendant, |
180 Maiden Lane  FATH Patterson-Kelley Company T
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at FountaEPl L E D \3_
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza,.Suile 50 R

Ui (1R OFFICE
SO ORDERED, CO‘;’“' L YORK
4

13895046.1 L b




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Hettler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-118721
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPH W. SHRECK SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, TY
VIR 2012

By: . i

- ""'V';..V'!?Sg. ‘
WEITZ & LUXENBERG:P:€;-
Attorneys for Plaintiff “u
180 Maiden Lane FL"K
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

- PO s i
By Y ("
Ny, S %,

\ S
By:

13895046.1

Samuel Goldblatt, ‘fﬁEd
Benjamin R. Dwyer'Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at F ountainE)agl !m E D

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite
MAY 3 0 2012

Bu Y 14202
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

16) 853-8100
L NEW YORK
B U

sttt

L
L V0 &D\d.
Fes




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-119477
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
BRYAN M. PRICE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

LS 2012
By: e - S

e ’ H ‘ ‘,‘Y’ 1 ‘\ g u_,/ .

. 2 S *Esqk Benjamin R. Dwyet Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P“‘W:‘x NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff 7~ 7 Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Ao SN O« = Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Fz
(212) 558-5500 40 F iin Plaza, Suite OOa' L E D

uffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100 MAY 3 0 2012
SO ORDERED, 4 COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE
Hon. SherryfKlefi\géitnr YORK
way 17 6%
RC\ld & D\d —

13895046.1 SKH -




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-120583

X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
MICHAEL A. RUZZI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

By: .

0. Sa.muel Goldblatt, E

i R e
LA i

R Esq Benjamin R. Dwye q
WEITZ, &“‘LUXENBERG Jg G - NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff % Pl & — Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Founf g)azL F D

ountain Plaza, SHite
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100 MAY 3 0 2012
| 'CLERK'S OFFICE
PO C'()) \;\IIEW YORK
WN A ¥

g W /

13895046.1 WL \ \
s




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

VINCENT LAFFEY,

Plaintiff(s),

INDEX NO. 190334/11
Vs, :

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et al,, DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM POWELL
1 COMPANY’S NO OPPOSITION
Defendants(s). : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
| AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant The William Powell Company with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York /,/— m\“
rd
b 4 ppnyS
, 2012 7 ey / A -y
g ) , // // / ; ’ D
BY: BY: /A4l D
ichael F"Wright, Esq. Wifliam F. Mue]ler,}ﬁq.‘ ‘ E
Karst & von Qiste Clemente Mueller, .
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant y 3 0 ?_0\2
19500 State Highway 249 The William Powell CompM9 _
Suite 420 5 Penn Plaza, 19" Floor CRKS OFF\GE
Houston, Texas 77070 New York, New Yorkd @0 WY C\\lﬂ\l YORK-
(281) 970-9988 212-425-5005 NE
SO ORDERED, . |
Hon. - ‘J\_d- / ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
DIANE J, WILSON, as Administratrix INDEX NO.: 118277/02
for the Estate of CHARLES J. WILSON,
and DIANE WILSON, Individually, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Vs, ORDER ‘
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET
AL.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

[D{ Y (2~

e <ot ;
T, iovanni Regidg, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS$, McFHERSON, MCNEFJ, ‘(‘- E D
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney§ forf)B Riley, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway Y30 2012
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 MA
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 CLERK'S OFFICE

gt A\
SO ORDERED: g o ——

Hon. Sherry Klein Héftler b




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
SOL SHARGEL, INDEX NO.: 103185/03
Plaintiff(s),
VS. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET JUDGMENT MOTION AND
AL. ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

WM/O,Z()(?/

AT SR %
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ', cPHARSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs s ‘
700 Broadway, 6th FI. F ! l-m E D ) l
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 '
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012
—-*’""'éuu' aif Lk FRKS OFF‘CE
NEW YORK o
SO ORDERED: ﬂ
Hon. Sherr?ﬁein Heitler Q 1“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE INDEX NO.: 103220/03
SILBERT,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Vs, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET ORDER
AL.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

M [0 2012

k) A B e < e
: T

TS Gjéfanni Regina, BY.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ “)  WATERS, NMcPHERKON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for iley, Inc. F | L E D

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway
ey e e Yok 00 oy e Ty 30
o N 20\
SO ORDERED: L~ W ! ‘
Hon. Sherry ](le}{f—fé{tler o Ot 3. /
giwt a




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:; (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

ELIZABETH TRIFARI, INDEX NO.: 120622/02

Plaintiff(s),

VvS.

A.C &S, INC.,ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

M/O/ 207

57
; S o
LTI ;bi,.‘ AR : o

} o b

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

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1027
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012
R _k’;i‘(K'S OFFlCE
- [ NEH \m I
SO ORDERED: WN / \
Hon. Sherfy Klein Peitler Q, ‘D‘d'




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N
ASBESTOS LITIGATION N art
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190221/11
GERALD BEERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Jon omberg, Esq.
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneyg for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC
546 Rift’Avenue, 4™ Floor 116 East 27" Street, 12® Floor
New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10016
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300

FILED |

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 0 2012

Hon. Sherry KZ Héiér

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY FXS’A}{“ %0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A, Part
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No; 190221/11
GERALD BEERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
] ,2012

J an B, Kromberg, Esq.
RGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 116 East 27™ Street, 12 Floor .
B ooy e e CEILED |
MAY 3 0 202
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

e T _
AT e )\

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY FZ(;A; 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION -AS. Part
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190408/11
KENNETH EGGENBERGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, I%ork

Jona mberg, Esq.
DA RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
rneys for CertainTeed Corporation

116 East 27% Street, 12® Floor
New York, NY 10016

(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300 |

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K- H6rfer/ COUNTY CLFORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108950/01

Germano A, Kuhn
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York New York
2012

)QJ%M' 5/ 2/G0) Q(\ /

Samuel M, Meirowita\ Esq. © 7/ “) " Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.€. DARGER\ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLLAU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,

700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

ED
MAY 3 0 2012

COUNTY CERK'S OFFICE
) YORK

SO ORDERED,

|
]

Hon. Sherry |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS NYCAL
LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 06/105708
JOSEPH RODIE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, New York

Mav\J 16 2012
AudreyRaphael Esq- “Zy/ce V(e Saro Jehnifer W. DArger, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP DARGER ANTE YAVITZ LAULLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.
800 Third Avenue 116 East 27™ Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10016 ’
(212) 605-6200 / (212) 452-5300 F | L E D
SO ORDERED, MAY 3 0 202
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK
R N ]
Y d‘. /
4cvad & Ut

G v

IR




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

MOISES VELASQUEZ, as Executor of the Estate of Index No. 114403/07
CARMEN VELASQUEZ, deceased, ’
Plaintiffs,
: NO OPPOSITION
-v- § SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Sanford LP, Individually and as Successor in Interest to
M. Grumbacher, incorrectly named herein Grumbacher; Sanford Corporation, Individually and as
successor to Grumbacher, Inc.; and Sanford LP, Individually and as Successor in Interest to
Grumbacher, Inc. (hereinafter “Grumbacher”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant Grumbacher with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: New York, New York
Ma\} I b ,2012

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DARGER, ERRANTE YAVITZ &

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 Fifth Avenue, 4 Floor

i . Parger, Esq. < E
Aftorneys fér' Defengmnt
16 East 27" Street, B2 !rloL. D _

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10016
(212) 681-1575

ENTER: k % ‘&ﬂ"

(212) 452-5300 MAY 30 2012




SUPREMIE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

X

No Opposition

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Summary Judgment
MINAS GEORGOPOULOS Motion and Order
v. Index No.: 11/190104
SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et al.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hcreby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintift’s complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY
& CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

{ 2011/
LmerprerrStGTOTEE, Faq. N Virgown “ Stephen A. qu, Lle "Esq. o
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Feldman Kiefter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintift Attorneys for Defendant, Selby
800 Third Ave, 13" Floor Battersby & Co.
New York, New York 10022 The Dun Building
212-605-6200 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor
Buffalo, New York 14202
-852-5875 F L E D
\(4
mar 300
SO ORDERED, COUNTY \(OP\K

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190493-11
JOHN H. RYAN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL REGULATOR CORPORATION by its attorneys,
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant GENERAL REGULATOR CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto, ‘
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant GENERAL REGULATOR CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed

ED:,W\ f

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated 5/ / m‘ \—

York, New WAl 30 e e ' '1
\C

777 DZ A, SR
Carmen St. George “Fsquire /Michael J. Blokk, Esquire  O9°  WEW Vo'
LEVY PHILLIPS & KO SBERG LLP WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
800 Third Avenue, 13™ Floor 140 Broadway, 46™ Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10005
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant,

General Regulator Corporat1o !
SO ORDERED, ot — ¢
on, S-l;mlﬂ Klein Heitler S KH - \:\c\ld &




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: . NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
VLADIMIR KISELOVSKI and SUSAN J. : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
KISELOVSKI, :
Index No.: 115520-05
Plaintiff(s),
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., :

Defendants.

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

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

3
Joe Vafuez, Esq./ Kirstén Alford Kneis, q.‘ E D C
Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP ¥ L .

ttorneys for Plaintiff(s) Aptomneys for Defendant |
700 Broadway RANE CO. MAY 3 0 2012
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue CE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 é@}_ﬂq CLERK'S OFF!

(212) 536-3900 NEW YORK .4

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléin-#Heitler




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

MAE MAUREEN VAN BUREN and JOHN VAN NYCAL
BUREN, ¢ LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 116445-04
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE

CRANE CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“CRANE CQ.”), 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,

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

| FILED
, AW M3

Jopdan CfPx, Esq._/ Kirsgen Alford Kneiggpm 1 CLERK'S OFFICE
(g 4 5

BRLL & FOX, LLP K&A. GATES LLP NEW YORK
Attorneyp for Plaintiff(s) AMdtorneys for Defendant

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 681-1575 _ ~  New York, NY 10022-6030

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler W b}( 1 Q 1“\1.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates To:
MONIQUE L. MCCORMICK, as Personal :
Representative of the Estate of GORDON A. : NYCAL
MCCORMICK, and MONIQUE L. MCCORMICK, . LA.S. Part 30
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), . Index No(s).: 102033-05
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
A W.CHESTERTON, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE CRANE
CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“CRANE CQ.”), 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

.71,

Kirstgn Alford Kneis, Esq.
K&J. GATES LLP

Atforneys for Defendant F ' L E D
NE CO.

599 Lexington Avenue
5% York, NY 10022-6030 MAY 3 0 2012
(212) 536-3900

New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, o NEW YORK
e
¥ |
W& & =




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To:
JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L. . NYCAL
KUTKUHN, : LA.S, Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 111957-04
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

- X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE

CRANE CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“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

CRANE £O. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

71—
w Y prld, ork N

Jordan C. FX, SZ./ Kirgten Alford KneFﬂE D

BENLU O%X,LLP K&L GATES LLP

Attorii€ys fpr Plaintiff(s) ttorneys for Defendant MpY 3 § 2012

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Aveppsg;,y 1y CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 681-1575 - New York, NY 10022-6038EW YORK

(212) 536-3900

4

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler N ®

“\
. \J\d /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To:
KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE : NYCAL
KORNWEISER, : LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 114368-04
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AW, CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE

CRANE CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“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,

Dated 77—
Ork
Jorda , Kirstey Alford Kneis, ES?‘
BELLYUCK K&IL/GATES LLP AY 3 0 2012
Attor s for Plaintiff(s) Attérmeys for Defendant
546 Fitth Avenue, 4™ Floor CRANE CO. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avenue NEW YORK
(212) 681-1575 / _.New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900 B
SO ORDERED, hraa W ® it
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler “




SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

MELBA OVALLE, as Personal Representative of : NYCAL
the Estate of ADA IRIS OVALLE, : LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 112085-05
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as

CRANE COMPANY (THE) (“CRANE CO.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

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

complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: _j

XY

K&Y GATES LLP
Agforneys for Defendant

CRANE CO. MAY 30 2012
New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avengg, NTY 1 B
(212) 681-1575 _ New York, NY 10022'60301\\:%&;6}:: ” OFFICE

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler

Kirstgh Alford KneisFﬂt E D




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--- X

This Document Relates To:

MICHAEL SUHL, as Administrator of the Estate of NYCAL
SIDNEY SUHL, . LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 106467-04
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

-X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE

CRANE CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“CRANE CO.”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defend RANE .Joe, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: ( '

] )/YWork

/‘M »
Jordﬁ b Fl ﬁ@ Kirylford Kneisf¥sq E D

BELNUYCW & FOX, LLP K&L GATES LLP
Attorngys for Plalntlff(s) Attgsheys for Defendant gAY
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor CRANE CO. 30 2002
New York, NY 10036 399 Lexington Aven@OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10022-6030NEW YORK
(212) 536-3900 ™

SO ORDERED, _ . 3

Hon. Sherry Klein Neitler wb\{ 4 % 7“’\'&




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
EUGENE RISO, JR., : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), . Index No.: 100731-03
-against- X
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: . 3@, @/Z,-

New York, N br

- )
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Kirstgh Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&F GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Agforneys for Defendant F l L E D
700 Broadway ANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue MAY 3 0 2012
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030
" (212) 536-3900 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, / o .
Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler : m
W ZN A 2

LA

o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates To: :
MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE
SPRENG, : NYCAL

: LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- : Index No.: 190297-11
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
to Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Company, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as
Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

vt FILEp

Kirsteyf Alford Kneis, Esq.

K&LGATESLLP - MAY 3 0 201
Attgrneys for Defendant

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USKHGY CLERKS oppi,e

546 Fifth

New York, 10036 599 Lexington Avenue NEwW YOHK
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10022
(212) 536-3900
2 MW
SO ORDERED, 7 MEY AT
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler g /\

NY-960858 vl e T




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

PAMELA KAHN, as Administrator of the Estate ot NYCAL
WALTER A. KAHN, : LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
Index No(s).: 106546-04
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE

CRANE CO. (Individually and as Successor to Cochrane) (“CRANE CO.”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dategd: izl\n"

ox, Esq. I%%szin Alford Kneis,Fq.‘ L_ E D

& FOX, LLP GATES LLP
s for Plaintiff(s) orneys for Defendant
g Avenue, 4% Floor CRANE CO. MAY 3 0 202
ork, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avenue -~ caxks OFFICE
, . CLERKS O
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 1002256¢i80 NEW YORK

212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler “L\( 1 R 7_“\1
Pt /

v\v
ol ‘\"‘ w

i

o d




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

JO ANNE HEALY, as Personal Representative of

the Estate of THOMAS HEALY, and Jo ANNE : NYCAL
HEALY, Individually, : LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff{s), ;
: Index No(s).: 103505-04
-against- :
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., : MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as THE CRANE

CO. (As Successor to Cochrane) (“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

Kirstgn Alford Kneis, Esq.

K& GATES LLP F‘:‘ L E D

Attprneys/for lainti}t:f(s) orneys for Defendant :
546\Fi venue, 4" Floor CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avenue MAY 30 e
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10022-6030 ‘ FICE
$36-3900 COUNTY CLERKS OF
" NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, -

Hon. Sherfy Kleih Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
¢ LA.S. Part 30
KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
EGGENBERGER, :
Index No(s).: 190408-11
Plaintiffs,
¢ NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC,, et al.,
Defendants. ;
X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly and allegedly sued herein as

CRANE CO., Individually and as Successor to Cochrane (“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

defendafit f]ANE O. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
L
Date 7 g 7 \
3
WMt L ep
Jordhn d. Hok, &5 Kirsyén Alford Kn D
BELLU FOX, LLP K&A. GATES LLP 0 N2
Attorne r Plaintiff(s) torneys for Defendant MM 3
546 Fifth\Avenue, 4™ Floor CRANE CO. AKS OFFICE
New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington AvenpgyuN (Y CUZ\(O\?\\K .
(212) 681-1575  New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW -

(212) 536-3900 s

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO, INDEX NO.: 124444/02
Plaintiff(s),
VS.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

MWIO,Z@;L

L

/7
Givanni I%e/gina, Esq,

WEITZ & LUXENBER;,P}~ WATERS/ McPHER$ON, MceN L,‘PL E D

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys/ for DB Baley, Inc.
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broa
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 MAY 3 0 2012
212) 558-5500 212)227-7878
@12 N 212 C e miKS OFFICE
T NEW YORK .

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry'Klei‘;l‘Heitler %'m‘

wrte s




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

THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL W. DECARO, DELFINO
DECARO AS EXECUTOR,

Plaintiff,
-against-
A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC,;
ABEX CORPORATION
f/k/a American Brake and Shoe Company;
ABEX FRICTION PRODUCTS;

AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO.,,

AMERICAN BRAKE SHOE COMPANY;

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC.
and its division, The Trane Company;

BECK/ARNLEY WORLDPARTS CORP.;

as successor in interest to Beck Arnley Corp.;

BONDEX INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORP.,
f/k/a Borg-Warner Corporation;

CASE CORPORATION;

Individually and as Successor to New Holland and
International Harvester;

CERTAINTEED CORPORATION;

CNH AMERICA LLC;

DAIMLERCHRYLSER MOTORS CORP,
Individually, and as successor in interest to Chrysler
Motors Corp., Chrysler Corp and Mopar Motor Parts
Corp.;

DANA CORPORATION;

FORD MOTOR COMPANY;

GARLOCK SEALING TECHNOLOGIES, LLC,
successor by merger to Garlock, Inc.;

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY;

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION,
as successor in interest to Delco Products
Division of General Motors Corporation;

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION;

HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Index No. 103253-08

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

FILED
MAY 3 0 2012

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




f/k/a Allied Signal, Inc. as successor in interest to
The Bendix Corporation;

IMO INDUSTRIES, INC.
as successor to and f/k/a Delaval Turbine,
Transamerica Delaval, and IMO Delaval,

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY;

KENTILE FLOORS INC.;

NATIOANL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION;

PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION,

Individually and as Successor in interest to

Abex Corporation f/k/a American Brake Shoe;
RAPID-AMERICAN CORPORATION;
STANDARD MOTOR PRODUCTS, INC.

a/k/a EIS Brake Parts;

UNION CARBIDE;

UNIROYAL, INC,;

VIACOM INC,,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation,

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric;

T.H. AGRICULTURE & NUTRITION, LLC
Individually and f/k/a T.H. Agricultures & Nutrition
Company, Inc., f/k/a Thompson Hayward Chemical
Co., Inc.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, American Honda Motor Co., Inc. (“AHM”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above —entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Laws and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant, AHM, with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto.




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

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

Dated:

2
G

Carmen Victoria St. Geokgk, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

Delfino DeCaro, Administrator of the
Estate of Michael W. DeCaro

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor

New York, New York 10022

Tel: (212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED:

HONORABLE SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

Loyt Comt—

Robert M. Goodman, Esq.

Greenbaum, Rowe, Smith & Davis LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

American Honda Motor Co., Inc.

75 Livingston Avenue

Suite 301

Roseland, New Jersey 07068

Tel: (973) 535-1600

FILED |
MAY 3 0 202

 CLERK'S OFFICE

OUNT j
GOV i YORK

§
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JOSEPH SCHIANO, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY

-against- : Index No.: 109451/03
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby ﬁ'sriisﬁ VE pﬂ':dice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 0 2012
"-J; \O , 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
5\/\9/ f—)._jt NEW YORK
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company

600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700

F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED:

\
LEIN HEITLER N{
W e /

{01130358.DOCX } 655112y S\Q“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
LINDA MACNEAL as Administratrix for the : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
Estate of CHARLES RAY MONTAGRIFF, : BEHALF OF
FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Plaintiff(s),
Index No.: 117301/97
-against-
A.C. &S, INC,,
Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.
FILED

Dated: New York, New York
MAY 3 0 2012

WAL \Oo 2012
OUNTY GLERK'S OFf il
© YORK

~ Op4

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan L."Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company
| 600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER WY ‘ ] 0L

. w\_\')'. /
o ® v
S

655112v
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MICHAEL SILVASIE, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 123739/02

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with preﬁicc

and without costs. F | L E

Dated: New York, New York

B\ 2012 MAY 3020
- - FICE
OUNTY CLERK'S OF
~ Qod Q/ Y/ forom NEWTORK
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. = By: Evan I Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED: y EL A
HON. SHER®Y KLEIN HEITLER ' L
s LW

v

A

{01130370.DOCX } 655112v




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
WALTER M. DOWD, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- Index No.: 117852/97

AC and S, INC, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D

W N0, 2012 MAY 3 0 2012
[\K—\QQ _%/ (;A;-\ L 2 __(COUNTY CLERKS OFt .. =
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG; AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T; 212-593-6700
A 6970

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRYKLEIN HEITLER

{01129959.D0CX } 655112v
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ¢ NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X

This Document Relates To:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
WILLIAM FOLEY, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 117302/97

ACand S, INC, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
A AL I 2012

o~ O O

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq— By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G: AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attomeys for Defendige | | E D
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Compa

600 Third Avenue

New York, New York IOOIMM 30 20m

T

T: 212-593-6700 :
y CLERK'S
F:212-593-6970  COUN' ! ZioRN

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER A1 ‘&‘\7-

{01129954.DOCX } 655112v o - b

/
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
THOMAS MARTINEZ and JOAN MARTINEZ, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 117854/97

A.Cand S INC., (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ \—- E D

e vo 2012 : 5 10

OO0 4

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq.

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant

Counsel for: Thomas Martinez and Joan Ford Motor Company

Martinez 600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED: R !

HON. SHERRY KLE® HEITLER T\

al 0 U
{01128217.DOCX } 655112y ‘?\b“

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

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DOMINICK G. SEDITA and GEROLAMA, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 107455/02

A.C. &S, INC,etal,

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York '
b NO 2012 O J
C\t\% 7( P N Pt

By: Frank Ortiz,_Esq.\"/ By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P&, AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defefm‘ L E D .

Counsel for Dominick G. Sedita and Ford Motor Comphny

Gerolama 600 Third Avenue y 302012
New York, New York 10 %

T: 212-593-6700 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED:

{01128203.DOCX } 655112v




. -~

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ROBERT DEMAIO SR. and EMILY DEMAIO, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 123738/02

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/k/a RHONE
POULENC, INC,, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dlsm1ssed w1t ejﬂ
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 0 202
YA \NO 2012 | < OFFICE
: LERKS
Q o Q : l// COUNTY € YORK
SN e

By: Frank Ortiz, | Esq. y: Evan L. Browne, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant

Counsel for: Robert Demaio Sr. and Emily Ford Motor Company

Demaio 600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T 212-593-6700

SO ORDERED:

{01128180.DOCX } 655112v s\&\,\ -
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORKCITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DONALD CAVE, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 105107/00

AC and S, INC, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
ey No 2012

v _Op 4

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan'L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P:@Q. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendgnt E D
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Co L

600 Third Avenu

New York, New York 1ggts3 0 i

T: 212-593-6700 CRKS O\:F\GE

F:212-593-6970 COUN"{\&gt[’\I ORK
SO ORDERED: q 7_“\1.

HON. SHERRY KLF®{ HEITLER \’\‘d A /
. 40\6..
oo
o

{01130320.DOCX } 655112v ) -
SN
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY . . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
).4
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
FRANCIS J. CONNORS, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 106506/02

AC and S, INC, et al.,

Defendant(s).
X

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

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

Dated New York, New York

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. < § By: Evan L. Browne, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P AARONSON RAPP EINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue MAY 3 0 2012
New York, New Yogol}f$ c|erk
T: 212-593-6700 NEW YORSKOFFICE
F: 212-593-6970
SO ORDERED: \J\K{ A1 N
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER | gy /
oY
-‘“ "

{01130329.DOCX } 655112v
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ELLIOT F. TIVIN, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 117297/97

AC &S.,INC,,

Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and - Rlllﬁ'ﬁ Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANNIth prejudlce
and there being no opposition thereto, i B

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and’croé&-clal'hls against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby QISmlssbd with prejudlce

and without costs. R )
S =
Dated: New York New York ) “1
, 2012

éfN\N\::;"\S;;::> CZj) E A /L,/’(JVC;;7
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. BY/Evan L. Browng, o5, % ﬁ Q
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P AARONSON RAP APé)R FEBGET &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendr:thAY 30 2012
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Com

600 Third AvenueeWN Ty CVbEYHg S OFFICE
New York, New York IO(N% RK

T: 212-593-6700

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER L6 O "

655112v
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
OTTO W. SCHAFFNER, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 111879/02

AC and S, INC, et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby Fm sefl wi rﬂice
and without costs. f 1— E :

Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 0 2012
M\eeo \o 2012
s COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI..~
Q %‘ NEW YORK
o~ O /
By: Frank Ortiz,\Es’q. By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970

SO ORDERED: j - 1
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER \( A "1 1“\

v -y
655112 3\&“\ ¥\
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JOHN A. HEMMINGER, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
: BEHALF OF
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against- : Index No.: 109221/03

A.W. CHESTERTON,

Defendant(s).

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby djsmigsed with prejudice
and without costs. 35 b

Dated: New York, New York MAY
V\(*-mu \Q.._ 2012 30 2012
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
%\9 O _7Q_ NEW YORK
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016
T:212-593-6700
F:212-593-6970

SO ORDERED: .
HON. SHERRYKLEIN HEITLER - M ?“'\1
N AT
(01130341 DOCX } 655112v . gg\ﬁ o
2%
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates To:

EUGENE M. BREETVELD and
THERESA BREETVELD,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

X (Heitler, J.)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.; 111588/03

X

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY (ASC) and ALCOA
INC. f/k/a ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby each request summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

COsts.

Dated:\{ L7 -0/T
New York, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

217833.1

22>  EILED

Ruthe A. NepfEsq.
THOMPSON HINE LLP
Attorney for Defendant MAY 3 0 2012

335 Madison Avenue, 12" BI8ONTY CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, New York 10017 NEW YORK

 (212)344-5680




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates to: : NYCAL
: I.A.S. PART 30
JOHN A. BEARESE and RUTH BEARESE, : (Heitler, J.)
Plaintiffs, : Index No. 190511/2011
-against- : NOTICE OF NO
: OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : JUDGMENT MOTION
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al,, : AND ORDER
including SINGER SEWING COMPANY, :
Defendants. :
X

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the within is a true copy of a No Opposition Summary Judgment
Motion and proposed Order as to all claims asserted herein against defendant Singer Sewing Company,

individually and as alleged successor to Diehl Manufacturing Company. Said Motion and proposed

Order is hereby served in accordance with the NYCAL Amended Case Management O‘i‘-ﬂ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 0 2012
May 8, 2012
OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK
Kevin J. D06E3y, Esq. dJL
Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Friedthan LLP
1633 Broadway

New York, New York 10019
(212) 506-1980
Attorneys for Singer Sewing Company

MAY 1 R 9T

R 1___;\\(.,‘1: ___..—-—-—ﬂx




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates to: : NYCAL
: LLA.S. PART 30
JOHN A. BEARESE and RUTH BEARESE, : (Heitler, J.)
Plaintiffs, : Index No. 190511/201 1
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : MOTION AND ORDER
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., :
including SINGER SEWING COMPANY,
Defendants. :
X

WHEREAS, defendant Singer Sewing Company hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint with prejudice as against Singer Sewing Company, individually and as alleged successor to
Diehl Manufacturing Company, and there being no opposition thereto, it is
ORDERED, that all claims against Singer Sewing Company, individually and as alleged successor to
Diehl Manufacturing Company, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

, New York

Dated: New} r
_,2012

Chgg#Romanelli, Esq. Kevin J. Dook, Es
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Friedmah LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Singer Sewing Company
700 Broadway 1633 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 ew York, NY 10019
(212) 558-5500 (212) 506-1980
SO ORDERED: “AY ‘- 8
— JS.C. ke
s W e
Gt *




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
This Document Relates to: : NYCAL

: LLA.S. PART 30
JOHN A. BEARESE and RUTH BEARESE, : (Heitler, J.)
Plaintiffs, Index No. 190511/2011
-against- :

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,
including SINGER SEWING COMPANY,
Defendants.

.X

STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) >

Narinder Uppal, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a paralegal of
the law firm of KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & FRIEDMAN LLP, attorneys for the
defendant Singer Sewing Company herein, he is over the age of eighteen years, and is not a
party to the within action.

On the 8™ day of May, 2012, he served a true copy of the within Notice of No
Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order as to Defendant Maremont
Corporation, by sending the same via mail to all counsel listed on the attached service
list.

Deponent deposited the same in an official depository under the exclusive care

and custody of the United States Postal Service within the City and State of New York,




contained in securely sealed wrappers addressed to counsel for the plaintiff and

defendants, these being the addresses designated by said attorneys for that purpose upon

the preceding papers in this action. &

Narinder Uppal

Sworn to before me this
8™ day of May, 2012.

¢
otary Public

STEFANI ANN PrzzUTO
hynm:‘.::uamm
Quatied in Rich 200

Commiseion Eqpues o tond m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: I.A.S. PART 39

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, . New York City Asbestos Litigation

- (NYCAL)
Plaintiffs, :
. Index No. 190391/10
V.
3M COMPANY, et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

e B T L X . . e

WHEREFORE, Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES INC. hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed E D

with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ ‘v-
\2
Dated: August 8, 2011 way 30 W
New York, New York « OFFICE
onTY CLERKSS
BRYAN CAVE LLP NAPOLI BERN.RIPKA LLP COURY e YOR
Daniel P. Waxman Kardon Stolzman
Jonathan E. Ginsberg Richard Thomas
1290 Avenue of the Americas 350 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10104 Suite 7413
(212) 541-2000 New York, New York 101
Atrorneys for Defendant Teledyne (212) 267-3700
Technologies Inc. Attorneys for Plainti T _
AT ".z SO ORDERED: 5"2/ ' /42:" R
MAY W N } Hon. Sherry Klein HéitleY, J.S.C.
oy & Wt
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: I.LA.S. PART 39

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, . New York City Asbestos Litigation

. (NYCAL)
Plaintiffs, :
. Index No. 190391/10
V.
3M COMPANY, et al., . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

""" WHEREFORE, Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL,
INC. (incorrectly sued herein as “Aerospace Products Intl.”) hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

.

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

against Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, INC. be and t e Ee E D

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. W AY 10 M2
Dated: August 8, 2011 ' CLE CRKS OFF\OE
New York, New York OUNT\‘(Q W YORK
BRYAN CAVE LLP - _NAPOLI BERN RIPKA LLP
Dm\»ﬁp @ UM/ By: v{ Z/
Daniel P. Waxman Kardon Stolzman
Jonathan E. Ginsberg Richard Thomas
1290 Avenue of the Americas 350 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10104 Suite 7413
(212) 541-2000 New York, New York 10118

Attorneys for Defendant Aerospace Products (212) 267-3700

International, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein Rlttorneys for Plaintiffs
as “Aerospace Products Intl.”) . i\'@% E/ %/
%" 0 RED: :
N >

Q\§~ * Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
&

1637535.1\C050267\0316854 ~s\&} 5);2[‘ /2‘—. . .
A jb”"f‘& yuﬁ
@(“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: LA.S. PART 30

____________________________________ X
JOSEPH MARTIN AND DORIS MARTIN, . New York City Asbestos Litigation
. (NYCAL)
Plaintiffs, :
. Index No. 190043/11
V. ’
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
.................................... X

WHEREFORE, Defendant FIRST AVIATION SERVICES, INC. hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant t(; Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant FIRST AVIATION SERVICES, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant FIRST AVIATION SERVICES, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: M ay 4 2012
Newl(_\)rk, New York

BRYAN CAVE AL_LP
Jonathéh E. Ginsberg o OFFICE
1290 Avenue of the Americas COUNTY C,LEE;'S aK
New York, New York 10104 ' NEW
(212) 541-2000 (212) 267-3700
Attorneys for Defendant First Aviago Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Services, Inc.
SO ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
a1
. - F'y
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