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COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CARR AND SAMUEL L. CARR, AS 

THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. CARR, 
CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants . 

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

Index No.: 1 140 16/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: : 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0143323-1} 



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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 122017198; 

1 16680/06 

MICHAEL P. LONG, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: SI 15 ,2012 
New Yoz ,  New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.' 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ROSE COSTELLO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES G. 
COSTELLO, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs, 

ORDER A.C. & S., XNC., ET AL. 
befendants. 

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

INDEX NO.: 110088/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

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

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

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

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

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

McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadwa 
New York, New York 1 ! & E D  
(2 12) 227-7878 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH E. BRUNS and CELTA BRUNS, 

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

j Index No.: 10&355/00, 110330/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 q 
Attorney for Plaintiffs D 

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

BIWIS, Joseph E. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 0 

(21 2) 509-3456 

, h< SO ORDERED, c; ). 

324-51001, 
, t- 
. ^  



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARYJCTDGMENT 

MOTIONAND ORDER 
PACCAR, INC., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

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 

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

I F I L E D .  4 i r 



HOAQLAND. LONGO 
M O R N ,  DUNST & 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 2M 
W O N T O N ,  NJ 

Pa BOX 4m 

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

I.A.S. Part 30 

INDEX NO.: 11 1940/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J,) 

ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD AND 
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, INVIDIDUALLY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: dd\cNew York A 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: - 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Elizabeth S. McDonald, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Robert McDonald and Elizabeth S. 
McDonald, Individually 



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

Index No.: 1 19400/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HAROLD JOYCE, 
Plaintif&), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

--a 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



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

~~ 

Index No.: 1 10960/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD E. KING, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintias), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTMCTING & 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there t&ng 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: 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, F Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 Weil-Mchin 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 lod i 

ORDERED, sa 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE 
O'CONNOR, 

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

j Index No.: 11 1223/01, 120767/01 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New k, N w York qIbJ ,2012 

I ,  Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %<. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. O'Connor, Donald 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W w z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 .. 

, / -q 1 
(212) 509-3456 

+--;* . '_ s; 

& / SO ORDERED, v b  

2383-23472AlI 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD O'CONNOR and JEANETTE 
O'CONNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. ; 

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 11 1223/01, 120767/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

F I L E D ,  i r, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
O'Connor, Donald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

/' SO ORDERED, 

2571-1833 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA'I'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j IndexNo.: 111228/01, 121562/01; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN MULCAHY, 107622/06 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 
j A. 0. 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 5 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 \ 

Mattheh D W  ar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 0 2012 

.'S (IFFICE 
) \  i 4K ' ,.. .' 

I *-. , . .  

4'p' " " 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mulcahy, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6208AG 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1223/0 1, 1 20767/0 1 

DONALD O’CONNOR and JEANETTE 
O’CONNOR, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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&. Ne& York 

F I L E D  I 

Attorney for Defendant 

‘ t  
MAY 3 0 2012 

d d ” I v ,  I ’ - F ~ T S  OFFICE 
I’ r x v i d  Y: JIK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
O’Connor, Donald 

700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-5986AH 



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

.ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
" I-- / (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 1 1 1223/01, 
DONALD O'CONNOR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 6 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York \.I \k ,2012 

I .-\>,<C's O F W E  
- J  P I  r'  

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

O'CONNOR, DONALD 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
1212) 558-5500 

I 

I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

4 SRESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD O’CONNOR and JEANETTE 
O’CONNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1223/01, 120767/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

coii iplnint 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 r N w York 
lJ\ b\, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation O’Connor, Donald 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, vQ,?? - q”q @* 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD O’CONNOR and JEANETTE 
O’CONNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1223/01, 120767/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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:q\, r G l Y o r k  
2012 

MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. O’Connor, Donald 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York 10003 . .  

--f 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
$ ‘ . h a  1. 4 / 

2082-1 1849 



c 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE J. PENSAVALLE and JEANNE E. 
PENSAVALLE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

._ - 
w 

-.. 

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

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW B R W C K ,  NJ 

SOWH ERSEY 

SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON,hW 

mi WTSEYS MILL RD 

INDEX NO.: 01-1 11222 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

MONICA R. KOSTR~@@, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
httorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, -- WEITZ Attorneys & LUXENBERG for Plaintiffs, 

Salvatore J. Pensavalle and Jeanne E. 
Pensavalle 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
MAY 3 0 2012 



HOAGLAM), LONG0 
M A N .  WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERWN Sf 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWIM. NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAWONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-106981 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

A\ &0,2Ol4 
ew Brunswick, NJ 

DATED: 

MATTHEW MACINTYR~ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Thomas Williams and Anne Williams 
700 Broadway 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Itto rneys for Defendant , 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 

, : I:K'sOFFICE 
P: 1-W YORK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ MARY ANN BERGQUIST, as Executrix for the 
Estate of HENRY BERGQUIST and MARY ANN 
BERGQUIST, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Index No.: 11 123Y01, 11 S298/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N*$y, 

M a t t h b K  Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 / / ( 2 1 2 m - 5 5 0 0  

? 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bergquist, Henry 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 9 

* 

SO ORDERED, 
.tler 



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

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 123077/0 1 

ROBERT CASTORINA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

’. 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York F I L E D A  
MAY 3 0 2012 

NEW YORK 
-r7 CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Kosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Atlorneys jbr Plaintiff 
Curl W. Schneider, et ul. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



-against- 
P 1 ainti ffs , NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against Defcndant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

5//(/ ,2012 

’1 F W  . II\GkwxsP+CJ(- k 

700 Broadway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTT). 

New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Defendant PACC 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New Y a k  NY 10022 - ,  

so ORDERED, 



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

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

JAMES FLEMING, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
PlaintiQs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEIIIEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 20lk 
New York, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, If+l.\ E 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

NEW 

SO ORDERED, 

4 



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

_ _  
lNRE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

RAYMOND M. KORONOWSKI JR. 
b 

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

Index No. 119383/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Weil-Mchin, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Xosario Chetta, Esq. 
M U A B Y  L BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Piuintifl(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Won, 

, .  

A 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105480/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

STANLEY J. KREVETSKI, MOTION 
Plaintiqs), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et ai., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAXN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

2 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

u y  3 0 2012 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 
(i? 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

COUiq I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK . .-A 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 12 1 1 18-0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NATALE GRILLO, MOTION 
Plaintiqs), 

- 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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,201& 
New York, Kew York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDEE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L T D . F  I L 
Wei I -McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

MAY 3 0 2012 
C-.~~T‘y‘ CLERK‘S 

N€W YORK - 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD K. MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el 02. 

Defendants. 

! 

Index No.: 126934/02, 1043 85/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New r , N w York 
J\rb/ ,2012 + Matthew D. S rn ar, Esq. 

Attorney for w e n d a n t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 /3 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Murphy, Donald K. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I . A 

324-7235AK 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



HOAQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DLINST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO aox 480 

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

IN nc: 
ASBES I us LI I 

This Document Relates to: 1 INDEX NO.: 02-107102 

JEFFREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

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

DATED:$/aNew York, New York 

-- 
WELISSA BARRELLA=. MATTHEW T. MACINTY~E, 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersev 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Jeffrey A. Zayas and Susan Zayas 

New York, NY 10003 F I L E D 
/ m// MAY 3 0 2012 

50 ORDERED: 



V 

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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

W T E  202 
HAMMONTON, W 

mi WLTSWS MIL RD 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD VOSSELER AND LORElTA 
VOSSELER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-128024 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

,VA/& bprl! a.9, a o \  a. 

1 - 

STEPHANIE c. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

PHAN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ( 
Richard Vosseler and 
700 Broadway 

&!aLE D 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003 MAY 3 0 2012 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO AND PATRICIA 
MANCUSO 

against 

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

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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NRNBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

mi WTSEYS MILL RD 

INDEX NO.: 02-107457 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:sI81kNew York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Joseph A. Mancuso and Patricia Mancuso 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120709/02, 127704/02 

PHYLLIS M. BOGGS, as Executrix for the Estate j 
of ROY F. BOGGS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PI ainti ffs, 

magainst- 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard lndustrial 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 
\ 

I i 

m I 

Attorney fowfendan t  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Boggs, Roy F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

_. - 

&' 324-6813E 



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

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIDNEY L. BROWN, 
Plsintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 113731/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

n 

Gi#vanni Rhgina, Esq\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: - 
Hon. 

13 
233 Broadwav - 
New York, Nkw York 10279 M M  3 0 ,*.. - 
(2 12) 227-7878 (212) LLI-1818 

Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 



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

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

JOSEPH E. CARR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(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. 



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

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

AGNES CESTARE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 116052/02 

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 plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

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

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

L &. // 
rl I 

* '  



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

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

JOAN JOHNSON, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES F. 
JOHNSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

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

INDEX NO.: 121477102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARJ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

u"qit2f v 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

MAY 3 0 2012 233 Broad& 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



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

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

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), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 114568/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

233 Broadway 

“4 5, 
I ?, 

d, ~ 

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

rb ‘* 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, as Adminis- 
tratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. 
LUNGA, and VERONICA K. LUNGA, 
Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 12316902 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARJ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 .- 



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

INDEX NO.: 127317/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

JOSEPH LAUER, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 

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

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

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

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

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

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
m <  

F ! 1, E D -'. \ 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN MURRAY, and SHARON 
MURRAY, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 125213/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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. 

9- 
b r i l l  

CI' ' /  i '  e *  --$& 
I i  

<'I n J T $  
I' I, 
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' h  

1 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 3 0 20t2 
New York, New York 10279 

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

cburu t I GLLHK'S OFFICE 
-+-a 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Ir 11 

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

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

ELMER ALBERICO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 114013/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I I) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

GEORGE E. ALLEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 122052102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 zoq New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

e ”’ 
~ *\’ 

Y 
\ \  



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

Index No.: 222041/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 

+ 
JOSEPH LEVESQUE, NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffts), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hercby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, und there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 
i 

WIEI’IZ & L U X E N B W  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 E 
Attorneys for Dcfendant 
Weil-McLain 
830 Third Avenue, Suitc 400 

New York, NY 10022 
* ,  !_n\cs OFF\cE 

GOUI. a 

bku YORK 

, 
Ha . Sherry ein Heitler 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PRCCAK INC., and its unincorporated division PETERRIL?' 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafler "PACCAR") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, 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. 

F, fl,&p. / FA# /I '  

Weitz & Luxcnbcrg 
Attonicy for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAI., McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Dcfcndant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 IO0 
New York, NY 10022 F I L E D  .+.- ~ 

MAY 3 0 2012 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, .I 
C ~ ~ N T Y  CLERK'S 



From: FAXmaker To: 12126517499 Page: 316 Date: 912112010 9:39:13 AM 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 1 12375/02 
u 

MICHAEL GACH, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiqs), SUMMARY JUI)GMENT 

MOTION - against - 
AC and 5, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC, hereinafter (“WJZIL- 
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, 

O E R E D ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 5/& ,201s 
New York, New York 

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

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 1 12375/02 
u 

MICHAEL GACH, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiqs), SUMMARY JUI)GMENT 

MOTION - against - 
AC and 5, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC, hereinafter (“WJZIL- 
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, 

O E R E D ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 5/& I ,201s 
New York, New York 

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

I \  9 
I j4LW“ 
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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 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CARR AND SAMUEL L. CARR, AS 

THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. CARR, 
CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 14016/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New 
\ ? / f q w , Z  

*, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph E. Carr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 3 0 2M2 

fl CLERKS New York, New York 10004 0003 cow NE\filyoRK 
OF@ 

i-L 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

&,, t! ' 
{NO 143377-1 ) 



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

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

i Index No.: 116052/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH CESTARE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF AGNES 
CESTARE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

{NO143323-I } 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 18277/02 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANE WILSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF CHARLES J. WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles J, Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

{N0143377-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA’lE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13499/03, 1 1 1622/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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 Conipany, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:Yj,,Gr, 

ii 
Attorney for Dewdant  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pecci, Frank 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



. 

SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

!'z, ! < I 3 - :  .NEW YORK COUNTY 
Y ) I  INTY OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
4 SI3T:STOS LITIGATION 

i I ; i 5 U~CUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, 

Plain tiffs , 

"against- 

!\ 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113499/03, 1 11622103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

1 dgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

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

< :  1.1 h r t :  being no opposition thereto, 

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

iicl'eiidant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,2012 
-4 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 0 2012 

-K 

I 

\ cobId ,  ;"MI; OFFICE 

i t l i w w y  [or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

EL LYL C'ompany, Inc. Pecci, Frank 
I ~ V N L Y  & KLUGER, P,C. 

iil i i <road Street-Suite 2300 
\ l ~ ' ? ~  Y ork, New York 10004 

I 2 i 1) 509-3456 

S( ORDERED, 4 
@ -" %$I&* /' 

1122-3037 

* 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, 

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

; Index No.: 1 13499/03, 1 1 1622/03 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r , N e  York 
\ 5 3 4 , . 2 0 1 2  F I L E D  

MY 3 0 2012 

% “7 Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs *r ” ,  
%> J Tishman Liquidating Corp. Pecci, Frank 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 113499103, 11 1622/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK PECCI and CHRISTINE PECCI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New rk, N w York \q.t ,2012 
MAY 3 0 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

, :- 

SO ORDERED, 

.P 
i idY 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13562/O3, 1 1 1622/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
INCANTALUPO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

, 2012 

f 

D i\ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Incantalupo, Frank 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE1’r.z & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

MY 3 0 2m 

2082-11888 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SLIPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I ) I  IN‘TY OF NEW YORK 
‘ I \  I ?  I + :  NEW YORK COUNTY 

>tnU13ESTOS LITIGATION 

I IS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CJEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1590/03, 11 1962/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

f l u l  above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

B :  );:lint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

i) i  E I ~  110 opposition thereto, 

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

LIL&endant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

\A/ I * i(10ut costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gdowski, George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway Fl L E D l v l t  i I I ’ V N L Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 

X t i  I h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
P < C ~  Ir’ork, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 

’ I.?) S09-3456 

?( I ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 

12351484 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1590/03, 1 1 1962/03 
i GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, 

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

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Gdowski, George 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 





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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD W. HYDE, JR. as Administrator for 
the Estate of CLIFFORD W. HYDE, SR. and 
REGINA R. HYDE, Individually, 

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

j Index No.: I 143 19/03, 1 1 1642/03 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

,2012 

Matthew D.Sampar, Esq. \ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hyde,Clifford W. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

New York, New York 10003 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

I -  - - - . .. . 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

r 



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

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

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

j Index No.: 113562/03, 1 1 I622/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK IWCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
INCANTALUPO, 

; NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Incantalupo, Frank Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10003 

* 1 1- \>KS OFFICE New York, New York 10004 
C<,,-J, d I ' 

(212) 509-3456 N W Y O M  

SO ORDERED, 

324-7626 



SUPREME COURT OF T€IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. EVRARD, SR. and JEANETTE 
EVRARD, 

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

i Index No.: 11 1041/03, 
j 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., st ai. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Evrard, Raymond E. Sr. Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

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

UiVf\j' CLE.f:EC'S OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7577 



... -. . . 

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

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

[ Index No.: 11 1592/03, 
[ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARLENE BARTH, as Personal for the Estate of 
ELIAS GAFFEN and ARLENE BARTH, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
DOROTHY GAFFEN, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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. 

,2012 

1 

- <  1. 8 
J’ ’ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs p’11. L E D 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gaffen, Elias 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yor ldkwTork  10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 

(2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h w e i n  fleitler 

324-1646 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1590/03, 11 1962/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELI GDOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 8 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gdowski, George Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7531F 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE GDOWSKI and ANNELl GDOWSKI, 

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1590/03, 1 1 1962/03 
! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j 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 $ 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

* .  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gdowski, George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

U 

F I L E D  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EMANUEL DE-BISCEGLIA and ANNA DE- 
BISCEGLIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1593/03,111966/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 N w York +\ ,2012 

XI 

Attorney for Plaintif’fs 
De-Bisceglia, Emanuel 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-7667C 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 1 12089/03 

ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH 
DUGGAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

E D ,  1 1 
Duggan, Andrew 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 YORK - : -. 

MY 3 o zav 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 COUN'TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

324-15798 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-- j (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J, DUGGAN and HANNAH 
DUGGAN, 

j Index No.: 11 1589103, 112089/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et u1. j 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Duggan, Andrew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MAY 3 0 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19450 



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

l b  R l ; .  NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
7 ) I  JNTY . OF NEW YORK 

A> Sl3f;STOS LITIGATION 

' I f16; IXjCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH 
I )IIC;GAN, 

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

j Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112089/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

I 

Defendants. j 

%. ( ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

~ 

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

I , , * ~ ~ ~ l , l t ~ ~ i  sgainst defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there I 

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

I 
I h:ing no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

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

\+ ' I  I I3crul costs. 

,2012 

hlc GIVN~:.Y & KLUGER, P.C. 
$0 I3road Street-Suite 2300 
hcw York, New 
( 2  i 2) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 

S(  1 OKDERED, 

, *  
C' \2* ' 
3 

1235-18921 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH 
DUGGAN, 

P 1 ai nt i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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. 

eB .  Coo r, E q, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Duggan, Andrew 

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

New York, New York 10003 
0" r i  I ;;LI K\;CS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

* *- 2082-11881 





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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT 'REFERS TO: 

DORIS DAY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RUSSELL DAY and DORIS DAY, Individually, 

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

j Index No.: 11 1594/03, 112220/03 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

, 2012 

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

F I L E D  i Day, Russell E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 18437/03, 1 1 1623/03 
j 
j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SARAH BUGLIONE, as Executrix for the Estate 
of NEIL BUGLIONE and SARAH BUGLIONE, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

magainst- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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. 

,2012 

I 

i Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Buglione, Neil 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 WY 3 Q 2QR 

Hon. S M y  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEAN DEPONTO, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of HENRY MULLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 17870/03, 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

2/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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 Ne York \3\, \q, 2012 

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

F I L E D  
MY 3 0 m2 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muller, Henry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 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 

~ Defendants. ; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN J.  NORRIS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of MONROE EVANS and BETTY 
EVANS, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

; IndexNo.: 121518/03, 111626/03 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

~ 

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

~ 

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

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

~ 

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

~ 

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

~ 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

( 1  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Evans, Monroe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

MAY 3 0 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

#w’- 324-7890 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY 
MOORE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109851/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

- . -.I 
Nicole Wesselmann, E T  
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs k, 

*+ p, y i  

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

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

/ 
rf *‘I 

(212) 509-3456 

q$4 ’ 
SO ORDERED, @* 

*w 2383-26400 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109851/03, 

RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY 
MOORE, 

[ NO OPPOSlTION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k N w York i.s'r i v j  ,2012 
L E D 

" _  

- .  

Jgtin KkETr, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Moore, Raymond J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(212) 509-3456 DO 
*by i 7 fl'T 

SO ORDERED, 

2S71-1837 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHEN MUXIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112084/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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 
MAY 3 0 2012 

N U N I Y  ,:! ERK’S OFFICE 
NE& YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muxie, Stephen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7579M 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- j (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 112205/03, 
ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k N w York 4 ,2012 

ok, Esq. k Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Monteleone, Ettore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I1 22-2178 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

I Defendants. j 

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

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

-against- 

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

Index No.: 1 12205/03, 

I being no opposition thereto, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  

\ ’  1%. Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

. .  
SO ORDERED, 

.. ”-- -1 
\. ,..-/ 
*1239’-1694 

c’ 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1594/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 ad the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 
F I L E D  

MAY 3 0 E012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Monteleone, Ettore 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

;r. Pi& kc #--I 
,* f '0 2383-2650913 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 11955/03, 11 1624/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN MARQUART and MARY ANN 
MARQUART, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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: NewY k Ne York 
&, 2012 

. -  

I !  ’ ,ma E D +  
MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Marquart, John * 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

1s OFFICE 
b .LL 

I ~oHK 

(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREIDA DORIS MASON, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANKLIN MASON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10798/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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: New1311P&$ York 
,2012 

Matthe& D.k&par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mason, Franklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7485 



- 1  
\ 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAKSO MATURA and FRANA MATURA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1232103, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matura, Makso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D +  Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNV (:it: ~ K S  OFFICE 
I\rc L'\' Y 'RK 

, New York 10003 
5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

--=zz 
;>* & Dtd: A 

.c*.y* \-s 'I 
*. 



-- 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110568/03, 

EDWARD MCGRATH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 0 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. 

_ >  

\ -  
-. .- 

F I L E D ,  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McGrath, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAY 3 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 3  
..A $ 3 D  

324-7501 ,-,' * 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MCGRATH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110568/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

,-- ... 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 

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

r 

New York, New 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 New York, New 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MCGRATH, 
j Index No.: 1 10568/03, 

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

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

, 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNJY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

0 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



. .. . . . .. 

I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

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

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

j Index No.: 1 10568/O3, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MCGRATH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New o k N York \"1 I b T , 2 0 1 2  

Jami . Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. McGrath, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & m U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

g-:& 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082- I 1859 



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

~ 

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

j Index No.: 1 13499103, 1 1 1622/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK PECCI and Cl3RXSTINE PECCI, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

F I L E D  ,2012 

MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pecci, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 rk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

- + -  7M N@?t7’ ’t 
SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNUIS PRICE, 
j Index No.: 11 1593/03, I12020/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

,2012 

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

F I L E D ?  1 
I 

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Price, Junuis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1594/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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 

def'endant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York Lq7Qi, 2012 
MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Monteleone, Ettore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

, 
SO ORDERED, c "&(*i 3 

324-7805U 



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

~~ 

IN RE: NEW Y O K C O U N T Y  / NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 I 1594/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTlON AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

d 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Monteleone, Ettore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

5: "' 2571 -187 I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY 
MOORE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10985 1/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

,2012 F I L E D  

Matthe& D. S m a s q .  
Attorney forDe nd t 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

. -  

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

S '  324-7421 



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

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

j Index No.: 109851/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY 
MOORE, 

[ NO OPPOSlTION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, ! 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo N York 
(5T1$,2012 F I L E D  

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

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

q 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

' " 1  , .1. 1. /- 
1122-22472 



~- - . -. .- 

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

A SRESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. MOORE and DOROTHY 
MOORE, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109851/03, 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York o\ 1 g 2 0 1 2  F I L E D -  I 
MAY 3 0 2012 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trendwell Corporation Moore, Raymond J. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 l3road Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

t 
ma * 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 235-2 199 1 
k 



S1 IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i Y ) I  JNTY OF NEW YORK 

!< t ' :  NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
"2 ql3ESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 
I I i i S, IXZUMENT REFERS TO: 

: Index No.: 110568/03, 
b N  WARD MCGRATH, \ 

PI aint i ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

.I. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
. _ _  Defendants. 

W I IEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

1 IS .  i ITS' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

y !I.! i i i ~ r c  being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

!httxi: New o k,Ne York A\ , q , 2 0 1 2  

r *  - 

'J i t . \  I I C  Wesselmann, Esq. 
\ki '~ncy for Defendant 
: I ~ ; ~ ~ t ~ i n  1,iquidating Corp. 

? (  t I )  L UEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Hlvad Street-Suite 2300 

York, New York 10004 

t y  t i  Attorney for Plaintiffs 4 

McGrath, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-26389 



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

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

j Index No.: 110568/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MCGRATH, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Kasmir, Esq. 
for Defendant 

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

(212) : 

F I  D 
MAY 3 0 2012 

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

- 
2571-1838 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE 
KENNEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 11 1590/03, 112033/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k N w York \97r[0\,2012 

KerryakLL$&k, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenney, Robert M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT FEFERS TO: : Index No.: 11 1590/03, 112033/03 
ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE 
KENNEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

c:oniplaint 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 
,2012 

ook, Esq. D '1 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Kenney, Robert M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 a 2012 

: 
700 Broadway york 1 0 0 0 p ~ ~ ~ ~  CLEI ;KS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

f l  
(212) 509-3456 

1 rt 
SO ORDERED, 

HGJd % g&\i 
1235-1486 



SIPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ip.' kr:: NEW YORK COUNTY 
O I  J N T Y  OF NEW YORK 

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

j Index No.: 11 1590/03, 112033/03 

! SBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 I 1 I L! IXkUMENT REFERS TO: 

KOJ3ERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE 
KLN NEY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

1 t ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants, i 

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

1 udgiiicnt in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 2, dismissing 

complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, : t 

.md there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ikl'tndant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,2012 

, I I I  1 o q  Ibr Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs D + !  
I i h l i i i i i i n  liquidating Corp. 

rb!( C ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO ! h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
hucw York, New York 10004 

Kenney, Robert M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 c o u ~ ~  C U ~ K ' C J  OFFICE 

MAY 3 0 zolz 

( . ? I  2)  509-3456 NEW YORK 

S( ORDERED, #by 1 7  'lrbip 
\ j@* 

7-74; , J G 
c,lt;r5. - 2383-26426M 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1644/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

q 

. +  

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Bergman, Victor 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

i 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S‘I’ATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 11 1591/03, 
j 
j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of 
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, 
Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New , N w York 
( 5$Bf ,2012 MAY 3 0 2012 1 

- 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Albert, Phyllis 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1865 



c 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of 
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 11 1591/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o Ne York (3 p i p  f ,  2012 

i 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Albert, Phyllis 
MCG~VNEY & QUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 1 (212 

New York, New York IOOO? 

soomERED7----=G Hon. Sherry le- Heitler 

2383-26507 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
FIeW BRJJNSWCK, Fu 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RiY 
SUTE 202 
HAWONTON, NJ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I INDEX NO.: 03-102362 

DAVID DAVIDSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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 again: 

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

DATED:%a.tNew York, New York 

* 

ASHWATH TRASI, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, David Davidson 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

New York, New York ~ T Y  C L E R ~ ~  

3 0 2012 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1644/03, 

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, i 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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. 

, 2012 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



- .... ._ . .. 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA and VIRGINIA 
BARBERA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 13492/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 Y k, ew York 
J/hbf ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Barbera, Edward George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

324-7636 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1642/03, 1 16099/03 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD BOLES, Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of EUGENE E. BOLES, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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 Iiidustrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

_ -  

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

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 o 2012 
3 

SO ORDERED, 

a 
324-7736 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY W. BEFWOTH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1590/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, 

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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernoth, Henry W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 3 0 20'2 
3 

(212) 509-3456 rq)cS OFF\= 
.".. -- 

SO ORDERED, 

,,* (3 8b 324-7591A 
3 



S1 PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C ’( IUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
i f \  Rl;: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

$L 5: 131 STOS LITIGATION 
~ 

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

! t 11s UOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1644/03, 

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, ! 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

: 

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

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

d / d ) l u i i  Ks’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

~ ; i ( i  here being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 >I i i I ,iquidating C o p .  Bergman, Victor 
‘vh ( ; I \ ’ N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO 13ivad Street-Suite 2300 
%I.W Vork, New York 10004 

MAY 3 0 ZO“ 

(2 i ?,I 509-3456 

SI. J OlWERED, 

- 
J f 3 W  

3 

i 



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

~ 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1844 
b k  

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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1644/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Ej 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

I. 



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

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS T, ROBERTS, 

Plainti ff(s), : Index No.: 10073 1-03 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X ___----___-------___________1________11_--~---------------------- 

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. 
n 

Dated: 

d 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. 

P.C. 

:ler 

Alford Kneis, Esq 

599 Lexington Avenue 
p o r k ,  NY 10022-603 
(212) 536-3900 

0 



Y l  TPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1 , I  iN'1'Y OF NEW Y O U  

2l ; -NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
'>' !?ESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 
i 1 IIS IICYCUMENT REFERS TO: 

J l JNUIS PRICE, 
i Index No.: 11 1593/03,112020/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

/ !~ 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. j 
. .. 

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

1 ut lgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

1 ,  I I ii i ffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

,i;:d here being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

,2012 

i rr+> 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Price, Junuis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

rii?tL~r (Yc. Company, Inc. 
i h  t' ;IVNI:Y &KLUGER, P.C. 
80 I h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
Niw York, New York 10004 

/\. ritrtiey I for Defendant 

(2 1.2) 509-3456 

Sr ( )WERED, 

1122-81 IO 
I. 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

rN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hei tler, J .) 
1. 

‘17 [IS DOCUMENT RELA‘I’ES TO: Index No. 10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS 

I .  

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attomey,~<fbr Plain@ 
Champ Roberts, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

i 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for Defindunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

JOAN M. CROSBEY, INDEX NO.: 101129/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 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, 

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

~ 

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

LYNN F. PARIS1 as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHANNES DEVALK, 
Plaintiff@), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(AON. 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 plaintiffs complaint against 

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs \ _ED 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

ALICE ELIA, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of 
DOMINIC ELIA and ALICE ELIA, 
Individually 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 100331/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

WATEF&, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL. P.C. 

233 Br F’1-L D 
MAY 3 0 2012 

New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: & 
Hnn. 

, . v  CL ’ 



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

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

FRANCES MIGNONE, Individually and 
ANTHONY J. MIGNONE, JR. as 
Executor for the Estate of ANTHONY J 
MIGNONE SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.:101955/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

k ' I  - 

* "  
* i <* '*.; 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PA? $'* 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 



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

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

ELAINE ROBERTS, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of JULIAN L. ROBERTS, 
and ELAINE ROBERTS, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

- .a 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '<? 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

ON, McNEILL, P,C, 

D 



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

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

JACK NIELSEN and GERTRUDE 
NIELSEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.:101958/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

WAY 3 0 TM2 (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

churu, ,LERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: %* 
&' / 

y 3  * 

'i 



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

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

ANNE WALSH, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of TERRENCE WALSH, 
and ANNE WALSH Individually, 
Plain tiff(s), 

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

vs. 

-DII*I 

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

INDEX NO.: 103227103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

hlhy 10,281 2, 

<*.I ’ 
., ,)(*+< P d  + I- ? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ +’‘) SON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR BERGMAN and SHIRLEY BERGMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1644/03, 

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 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

, 2012 

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

Y P  \ 
-%,~- Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Bergman, Victor 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-21667 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 110009/03 

NEIL WALKER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORIE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFUD, 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: 
w York, New York a 

W30SQ 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT20CIN, CLERKS OFF'CE 

N E ~ Y O R K  ---a 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHERIEFORF,, 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, 

OLU)ERED, 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 casts to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

s \\o ,2012 

Jennifer Budn&,(Eq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRTDGE SINGER & '9 Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attornev for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. -7 
Attorneys for Defendant PACC 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 f!! 7' E D ~ '' 

700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 

GW York, NY 10022 

7 '  MAY 3 0 
. kitys OFFIGE \ 
1- 

SO ORDERED, 

NLbV YORK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. 
RICHMAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No-lJ 1642103 . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Richman, Herman 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

i' 
"\ ~~~~~~ / 

3- $ 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, .s"+ 

t+ 
. .$ 

*\ . 
yJ  

2082-1 1903 . I  



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E, 
RICHMAN, Individually, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 

MAY 3 0 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richman, Herman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
. .!4 



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

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

i Index No.: 11 1496/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ABRAHAM STERMAN, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MILDRED 
STERMAN and ABRAHAM STERMAN, 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSlTION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. / 

WHEREFOm, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

MY 3 0 2012 
,2012 

L. 
% *  j 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sterman, Mildred 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

%+*' 324-7584 



S I  JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
( ' ( ) I  INTY . OF NEW YORK 
SPt' 1 : i s  NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

J i 1.k IIOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10891 9/04, 1 15226/03 

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor ! 
i 'n~ thc Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and j 
N IC'HOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

; s i : i ~ ~ r i w ~ t  in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

j>jhirrli  I f f s' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

;ml there being no opposition thereto, 

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

clt*lt:rrdant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

willtout costs. 

Ne? 
York 

.- ,2012 

. -- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Antonelli, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

M Vnr-olc Wesselmann, ~ Esq. 

II.~I I I ~  for Defendant 
I r4irriiin Liquidating Corp. 

h d i  CilVNEY & n U C E R ,  P.C. 
80 Ill-(rad Street-Suite 2300 
N C W  York, New York 10004 
: 2 12) 509-3456 

S() ( IRDERED, 

.= Y. z3Gz-I 



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

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

! Index No.: 1089 19/04, 1 15226/03 

j 
i NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor 
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and 
NlCHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, ; MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

; 

,2012 

i' I 

Justin Kasmir, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Antonelli, Margaret 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 
b ,  

r 
' L  

>>A#. 

" \  SO ORDERED, Jr 

1 d y$ 
2571-1 842 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNUIS PRICE, 

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

i Index No.: 11 1593/03, 112020/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

# 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Price, Junuis 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

F I L E D ?  \ WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

NEW YoiiK 
SO ORDERED, I ' ,  1 Y.' 

-- 
+--/ -3 

1c 

2571 -1 875 r "  



VJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I ) I  JNTY OF NEW YORK 

. .- 

I? I '  NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
2 S i3ESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1593/03, 112020/03 
t I I IS UOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JIJNIJIS PRICE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

I:i&nnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules fj 3212, dismissing 

v : r ?  i ITS- complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

, : I iLa tlicn: bcing no opposition thereto, 

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

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

L 4  ;* IlOllt costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Price, Junuis 

700 Broadway 

4 1 ~ : t ~ l ~ ~  tlresselmann, Esq. 
4i1oriicy for Defendant 
i I ~ ~ i n i , ~ i i  1,iquidating Corp. 

XI! ihwad Street-Suite 2300 
'tq( ( i I  C NEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

z York, New York 10004 ew York 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFHCE 
NEW YORK 

( 2  12) 509-3456 

@ 7 3  
5( ) ORDERED, 

*&* 
, \  1 

2383-265105 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1593/03, 1 12020/03 

JUNUIS PRICE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Price, Junuis 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 0 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SheGy Klein Heitler 

-5500 
COUNTY CLERK'S Of-kICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-31900 

(212) 509-3456 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNUIS PRICE, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1593/03, 1 12020/03 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

,,* + 

- .  

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Price, Junuis 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York,-&w York 10003 - 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDEWD, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

j Index No.: 118014/03, 11 1642/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. 
RICHMAN, Individually, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

L 
MAY 3 0 2012 Attorney for Defendant 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLki3K'S O i - F I q  
NEW YORK 

tl ,n*- /+ 
<** ' &' 

a 
.& 

1235-19373 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD GEORGE BARBERA and VIRGINIA 
BARBERA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 3492/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N;%P,$v York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Barbera, Edward George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE, 

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

j Index No.: 128019/02, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j 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 5 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New r , N e  York 
, ~ / b ~ , * O i 2  

Kenyan-, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs f *# 

MAY 3 0 Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arzie, Gerald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003  COUNT^^^  yo^^ 
700 Broadway CLERK'S OFF@ 

WbY ' 
(21 2) 509-3456 

q 7nQ 
* /  JuJ- 

SO ORDERED, 

J. 

+-+ 1122-7421 
3t.t-i  



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

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

j Index No.: 12801 9/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

1 4  
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: y3T;7,gT York 
,2012 

. -  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Arzie, Gerald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

WRT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 

COUNTY $;c F NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALKER ALEXANDER, JR. and 
GWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintif’fs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

.- 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

with preIudice 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alexander, Walker Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3 2 4 - I5 19 A 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of 
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I .AS.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

Index No.: 11 1591/03, 

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 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with p 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Albert, Phyllis 
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, 

1235-43 10 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN ALBERT, Executor for the Estate of 
PHYLLIS ALBERT and WILLIAM ALBERT, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1  1591/03, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- 
---, WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing 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. 
‘7 ‘i 

Dated: New , 2012 F \ L E D ’ :  
;1 3 Q 20‘2 4 

\ ,\<s OFFSGE 
QRK .-=- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert, Phyllis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7649 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALKER ALEXANDER, JR. and 
GWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

,2012 

without costs. 1 

* a  r@ 

K e w m o o k ,  Esq. T *  ~ 

b n  

Attorney for Plaintiffs '% 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor 
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and 
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 OX91 9/04, 1 15226/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: Ne k, ew ,2012 York F I L E D :  
M/(y 3 0 2012 

d 
W W  ifuna.(*** 

* 
J ie B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Antonelli, Margaret 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

&<:E-, 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

” - -  I -  1 
A .  

2082-1 1867 



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

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

i Index No.: 110259/04, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WANDA CHESKA, Individually and ROBERT 
CHESKA as the Administrator for the Estate of 
ANTHONY CHESKA, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 6 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. 

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

Cheska, Anthony 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8045 



. -  

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 13709/04, 

THOMAS F, CRAMER and DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. - 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: NewYor N York 
O \ l l $ 2 0 1 2  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Cramer, Thomas F. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

COUNTY CLL[II',S Ld-riCE 
NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED, * 



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

ASBESTOS L,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 1 13709/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

% 

F I L E D .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cramer, Thomas F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1OOQ3 MAY 3 0 2012 

COUN CLEK;~~;'S OFFICE 
fl%EW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

"t.; ' 2082-11876 



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

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

j Index No.: 113709/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

h 

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

I 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cramer, Thomas F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 3 a 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

C’ 2383-26992 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113709/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 
1 

Dated: New o N w York 
,j;)b\ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 CO~J,\I.I r r  LEWS OFFICE 

Oakfabco Inc. Cramer, Thomas F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ?--* NEW YORK 

MAY 3 0 20& 

- m  
3. / 

SO ORDERED, Na’C ‘ q  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

31‘ 
” ,.L L *  

2571-1850 i i  
L i  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY D. MILLER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of GLENN BUDD MILLER and SHIRLEY D. 
MILLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

N Y C A I, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100476/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

, -  ~ * <  

, .  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Miller, Glenn Budd 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

wpy ; 7 m1 
SO ORDERED, 

> j$, f,!d.* / 
c-(+ <\‘d 

324-7975 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor 
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and 
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 OX91 9/04, 1 15226/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 N ,2012 York F I L E D -  \ 
MAY 3 0 2012 

I 

~ & 
Attorney for Plaintiffs *% Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Antonelli, Margaret YA> i 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED. 

York 10004 New York, New York 10 

324-7824 

10004 New York, New York 10 

324-7824 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, as Proposed Executor 
for the Estate of MARGARET ANTONELLI and 
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10&919/04, 115226/03 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

K e s o o k ,  Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

, + *  ~ 

h 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Antonelli, Margaret 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 J"' 

(212) 509-3456 / (212) 558-55QD 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle&l?&!ler 

V'  - 
1235-19863 



4 ,  I *  

HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JEREY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWIM, IKI 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 VWLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUTE 2M 
HAWONTON, NJ 

DOUKAS, LLP 

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

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I INDEX NO.: 04-1 11778 

ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MCDONALD AND 
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, INVIDIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

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 I 

/5" P SHERRY KL 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 13709/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS F. CRAMER AND DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 32 12, 

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. 

,2012 

Cramer, Thomas F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway UNN CLERK'S OWCR 
New York, New York 1 OOW 

MAY 3 0 2012 

NEW YORK 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-81 53 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 2SDESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS F. CRAMER and DOLORES M. 
CRAMER, 

-- i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 13709/04, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

pl;iinti ffs' 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 tY]k i ,GT York 
,2012 

1"- 

- .  
\ 

L 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
MAY 3 0 2012 Cramer, Thomas F. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York lOOOF"-* ' NEW YORK 
700 Broadway CLKBKS OF F a  

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-21989 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j LAS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105 169/04, 1 1 1626/03 

ASBESTOS LI'I'IGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDMUND PROULX and MARGARET 
PROULX, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Proulx, Edmund 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 MAY 3 0 2012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7858 
7 

.$  / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

INRE NEW YOFX CITY NYCAL 
AS BEST0 S LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 113756/04 

MARTON MOULTRIE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MALABY & BRADLEY. LLC 

Marion Mouttrie 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, h c .  
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York. New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, L 
Hon. S h e m e i n  Heitler 



7 104-490( 1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I I NYCAL 
I BONNIE LEE THOMPSON as Executrix for the 

Estate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE 
LEE THOMPSON, Individually, 

; INDEXNO: 110245-04 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintvfs 
-against- 1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

; JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I 
I ORDER A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

De fendants I I 

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 32 12, 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 
rv-q ? q W P  

By: 
Michael P. Fhelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Sroadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 

Dated: New r ,NewY rk ,7rP,tlZ/Y* 
SO ORDERED: 

HONORABLE 

Russell F. Anderson, Jr., Esq, 
HARWOOD T,I,OYD+ LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY ig8pL' E I) 
2 12-268-5 136 
Attorneys for DefendantMAy 3 0 2gQ 
Motion Control Industries, 
Inc. COUNTY CLERKS O F F I E  

- NEW YORK - 

. .  

1982652 



7104-33(11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

NYCAL 
JUDITH AMBROSIO, as Executrix for the Estate of I 

Individually, I I 

Plain tqfs I I 

FRANK AMBROSIO, and JUDITH AMBROSIO, I I INDEX NO: 104852-04 

I 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
; JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. I 
I 

I 

ORDER 
Defendants I 

I 

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 32 12, 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 
r4phZv;5 I zow 

B Y : y  Michael P. elli, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

350 Fifth Avenue, 59* Floor 
New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
212-558-5500 2 12-268-5 136 

I q I'Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

1982795 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105602/04 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR., 
PlaintifRs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

OIIDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: d/30 ,2012 
New rk, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1 0 @ o u I ~ ,  I CLERKS OF’‘‘ ’ 
New York, NY 10022 

1 
NEW YO* 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAT, - 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 16 162/05 

WILLIAM E. WUBBE and GLORIA WUBBE, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 6 32 12, 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. 

Laura B. Hollrnan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Flowserve Corporaiton 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Will& E. Wubbe and Gloria Wubbe 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERC, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 

ew York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 509-3456 

*by 7 'I V'' 

SO ORDERED, Jtd: *>i .A cq5 t ' :lC, 

d 95 1-058 1 





- against - 
Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 10408 1/08 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

D COTTON WOLLAN & GREENGRASS 
for Defendant Viad Corp. 

9 1 .  One Battery Park Plaza 
New York, NY 10004 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 605-6200 (2 12) 804-4200 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

MORAN, m s r  8, 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT CARROLL AND MARY JOYCE 
CARROLL 

against 

BELL 8 GOSSETT, ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190357/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

2bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED:C;fdiLNew York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Vincent Carroll and Mary Joyce Carroll 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Morneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSVIMK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 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 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN RUGGLES, AND KATHLEEN OREFICE, AS 

A, RUGGLES, AND PATRICIA RUGGLES, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

GO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO,: 190024/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:d%llaNew York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. MAY 3 0 2l 
DAVID CHANDLER, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. MAY 3 0 2l HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attor ne ys for Plaint iff (s) , 
JOHN RUGGLES, and K A T ~ ~ N $ Y W 3 R @  
as Co-Executors for the estate of W I W @ R I  
RUGGLES, and PATRICIA RUGGLES, 
Individually 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O W  OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 12413MO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

TERRENCE FOLEY, MOTION 
PlaintifT(s), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et ai., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEILMCLAIN COMPANY, MC., hercinaRer ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wcil- 

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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 2 /CY ,20a 

.P [Zk m2 dXL-- 
New York, New York 

Jennifer E, Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDCE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD 

@&@&g&q fl,&-I F*h&ji 

F I L E D  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain MAY 3 a 2012 
(21 2) 558-5500 1100 

cob, 7 I Y CI.lfIl;( Q, , ;E 
I i L W  YOFlK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NBW YORK 

Index No.: 190337/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CX’IYMBESTOS LITIOATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
EDWARD KELLIBY, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintifqs), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONQ 
CONTR4mINQ & SUPPLY) et d., 

Defendants. 

WEIEREFORE, Defendant WELMCLAM COMPANY, mC., hereinafter (“WEIL 

MCUlN”) hereby req~ests Summary Judgment in the abovecentitled w e ,  purguant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

Mcbin with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl codefeadants, all claims and moss claims agaimt 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

t t  

J SEGAL McCAMBRIDGB, LE Q . \  
MAY 3 0 zo‘2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Bmadway Attorneys for Defendant 
NmYork, NY 10003 Wail-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & M O N E Y ,  LTb, 

850 TMrd Avenue, Suite 1100 couf\l ry CLE 
New York, NY 10022 

RKS OFF\‘€ i 

d NEVJ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

V9. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 New York 10036 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190114/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e without costs. 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ISAAC RUBIN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190008/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, D p l e y ,  F., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

546 F i p ,  4th F1. 
New Yo , New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

2, 

N n a l d  J. Fay, Esq/ ’ /@-” 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 19279 F I L E  
(212) 227-7878 

n MAY 3 0 2012 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X I 

I X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. j 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTER 

lndex No.: 19O293/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Elliott Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

n defendant Elliott Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 
Dated: 

A 

Christopher A. Romanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

Mich 1 J. Curtis, Esq. 

Attorneys for Elliott Company 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 

MA d ARY & BRADLEY, LLC 

(2 12) 79 1 -0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAT13 OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE: NEW YOfiK CITY 
ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE 
SPRENG, 

Index No.: 190297 f / 
PlaintifJs, NO OI'POSITION SUMMARY 

-against - JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

3M COMPANY, lndividually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Company, 

L)@ndants. 

Wl IEFIEFORE, Ilef'endant MODINE MANlJPAC:'l'URlNG COMPANY (hereinafter 

"MODINE"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffk' complaint against Defendant MODINE, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORI~EKED,  that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

MODINEi be an@e same arg hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs lo  cither party. 
A 

/ I  / I bl 

- -_"_ 

80 Statc Street comi iy CLERKS OFFICE 
Albany, New York 12207-2830 NEW YORK 

-- 
SO ORDERED: 

59562 I 7  I 



:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 1901564 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190156111 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

iley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

/ ponald J. Fay, E s d "  
WATERS, McPHERSO , McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

k, LLP 
Attorney / for wint i f fs  
546 FiftdAvenue, 4th F1. 
New York, New York 10036 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

3 Q w 
c / d L ' '  ' I ;;RK _/ 1 SO ORDERED: I OF@ 

NLfl 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

w 
w q .  Td5 B - z - i ~ s T .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD. MAY 3 0 2012 700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite CLERKS OFFICE 

k, New York 1 O # f a  NEW YORK 
-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190008/2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS-WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION, 

named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves andor Sprague Pumps (“CURTISS- 

WRIGHT”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

CURTIS$-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. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
MAHONEY, LTD. 

E D  
Curtiss-Wright Flow Control C o r p o r a m  3 0 201t 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 New York, New York 10036 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN, 

Plainti ff(s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190008/2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 plaintiffs 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. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

@A . Simone Nichol T"L;PF\LEn on, Esq. 

MAY 3 0 20' 
orneys for Defendant 

Cla-Val Co. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

, New York 10036 . r l C  (Jrl--\CE CLERtL 3 c o u N ~ ~ ~  yORK _. - 
- " -  

*by 1 7  lQ'% 
/ +  @- 

SO ORDERED, 

c\c ' l~ 
SKH - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK Cl'WASBESTOS LJ'l'IGATION 
End= No.: 190109/11 

RYLAMD HOLMES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAM, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHIEREFQRE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled m e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulee Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah with prejudice, and there baing no 

ORDEFUZD, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and mfi8 claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: -. 

opposition thereto, 

SINGER dk MAHONEY, LTD, 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-Mchin 
(21 2) 558-5500 Avenue, Suite 1100 

NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

in Re: NEW YORK ClTYASBESTOS LmIGATION 
Index No.: &90123/11 

EARL ERIKSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEL-MCLAM, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTXON 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WE?ILMCUIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-cntitlcd cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLdn with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claim against 
Defendant, Well-McLain be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and withput costs 

to either party. 

Dated; . - 
New York, New York 

Peter T 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
W m e y  for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneva for Defendant 

~ 

New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

WeiI-Mkdn 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY - 

i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 
j Index No.: 190047/11, 

PI ainti ffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al, 

: 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kingsbury Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 claiins against 

defendant, Kingsbury Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

-Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Lo& f?ww IQ%FS&> 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, Pr-rrrms & KONIGSBER 
800 Third Avenue, 13 t" F1 
New York, New York 10022 

1. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kingsbury Corporation CLARKE, JOSEPH 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

1s ()@E 
- - n  lh177v CLEF''-., 

w York I0004 New York, Ne 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLCVIK), LMM) 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRLU'dWCU, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 201 
HAMMONTON, UI 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190080/12 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

iefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
;oh le r Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

80 ORDERED: - 

B E ~ A M I N  DARCHE, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Mary Kneisel and William Kneisel 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER 8 BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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. 

1 Keit abula, Esquire 
Edward J. Wilbraham, Esquire 
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 461h Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp,, as 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc 

SO ORDERED: 

c - -. 

5 h h L -  
Danid$asserbgrg, Esquire 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

$ 1  

i New York, N Y  10003 
Attorney for P1 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, Co., et.al. 

Index No.: 190156/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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 32 12, 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: N w York, New York q,r ,2012 
I 

Path Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant Hay 3 0 zm 
New York, New York 10003 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 1 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



P 1 ain t i ff( s), 
"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. 

Index No.: 1901 14/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thercto, 

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. 

1 > w- 
Patti Burshtyn Esq. . 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 190 1 56- 12 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
De fendan t s . 

“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-defendants, 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: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 ~ New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 536-3900 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

\ 
\4$ -‘ 



. 
FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

Index No.: 190156/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 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 
l 

and without costs. I 
Dated: New York, New York 

,2012 

I f  

Patti Burshty; Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

." . - 

SO ORDERED, 

D McCarter & English, LLP 

Standard Motor 
Attorneys for Defend 

245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floorpy  3 0 20\2 
New York, New York 1016 

c,: 1 .*< 
ME1 1329792Ov.l 3' 

I 



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 - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party# 

1 

D 4 

-- 

I 1, E 

Dated: ,2012 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain MAY 3 0 2012 
(212) 558-5500 

COU~J ry  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY [ NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (lleitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190094/12 

TIMOTHY MEYER AND KAREN MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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. 

'Timothy Meyer and Karen Meyer 
MAY 3 0 2012 3 

Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

WBITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 10003 CoUNTy CLERK'S OFFICE 

0963-1 01 8 

(N0137865-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIMOTHY MEYER AND KAREN MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190094/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Y & KLUGER, P.C. 
Street-Suite 2300 1 New York, New York 10004 ew 1ooo3 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

(N0137865-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. DUGGAN and HANNAH 
DUGGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

iasmir, csq. ,r  - 

F'FL E D Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Duggan, Andrew 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 509-3456 

fl $f*NEWYoRK ' J &' * /  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUSSELL DUNN and BARE3ARA DUNN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1959/03, 1 1 1590/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dum, Russell 
WEII-Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F\GE 

--- *""- 

SO ORDERED, 

d4 324-7591C 
, b *& 

t -* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 18723/03, 1 1 1642/03 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MITCHELL W. ENDICK and JANIE S. 
PAGANO, Co-Executors for the Estate of LOUIS 
ENDICK, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el rrl. ! 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Endick, Louis 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

324-7670 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE KIRBY, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT KIRBY, and JANICE KIRBY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113486/03, 11 1622/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 
< 

r -  

- <  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kirby, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

.* 

SO ORDERED, 

324-1633 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122017/98, 120667/00, 
! 116680/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL P. LONG and VALERIE LONG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 
i A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing 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. 

,2012 

, (  

Matthe& D. ar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Long, Michael P. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

! - \TK'S OFFICE cou\\I )' :3 -L 
YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

324-3380 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED MACK and EDITH MACK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1594/03, 1 12207/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing 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 , N e  York 
,J$tor, 2012 

\ , .  , , _  

I -  

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
Attorney Mack, Fred for Plaintiffs F,. ILED' * $  \ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ; 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10004 
miq\ cnn ~ A C L  

New York, New York 10003 
1 7 1 7 \  C E O  ccnn r 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shem!lhin Hztler 

. -- 

J' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 17869/03, 1 1 1642/03 

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 Yor Ne York 
?757,,,1,012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Kellogg, Raymond E. F \ L"E 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2 I393 



. . .- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: I 17869103, 1 1 1642/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for ! 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

I 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 N w York &)q ,2012 

Jarni&. Cooper: Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 MAY 3 0 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kellogg, Raymond E. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003u 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. m 1 1 

LERic~ OF 
- co \1\1 YORK 

y 4 
SO ORDERED, 

pi' p 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

.~ 

j NYCAL 
,2SBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY , as Personal Representative for j 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 117869/03, 11 1642/03 

__ - -. . . 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

;)j:;:~ p :  ' w  ' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

* >. I ishrnnn Liquidating C o p .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Kellogg, Raymond E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* 

.ii-;'s oFf\cE 
, , I-. 

I -. 
Y pJLdAj \(O\{K 

@V qhy I fl 
/ SO ORDERED, 

QtaB 
2383-266 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 17869/03, 1 1 1642/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for ! 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , Ne York 
L q , b r ,  2012 

. ,\ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Kellogg, Raymond E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003co~~~'f 

MAY 3 0 2012 

(-1 F F. 1 CE 
NLW YCli iiC (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1590/03, 112033/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE 
KENNEY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

~ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing 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. 

,2012 

E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenney, Robert M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 3 0 2012 

324-7591M p .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
INCANTALUPO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 113562/03, 11 1622/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

phhliffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New or ,Ne  York A) l[$72012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Incantalupo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
INCANTALUPO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113562/03, 1 1  1622/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Incantalupo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

prejudice and without costs. 
1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 17869/03, 1 1 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 8 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 

+' , <  - -  < , 

Attorney efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kellogg, Raymond E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 
COUN~.'' c . X K S  OFFlCE 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, & ot&* /- 
J d  . b u  

w s  .' " 
324-7687 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN O'REILLY, as Personal Representative for ! 
the Estate of RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

i Index No.: 1 17869/03, 1 1 1642/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 COUNTY~ LLZRK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kellogg, Raymond E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

. ?  

2 
MAY 3 o zait 

York 10003 

NE\N YORK 

SO ORDERED, ' d  #. Pl 

,$j '&'" 1122-21885 
\ , L J  



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i '( )I JNTY OF NEW YORK 
-*  iiiT NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113562103, 1 11622/03 

A SRESTOS LITIGATION 

!I i is UOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

1;KANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
1 NCANTALUPO, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

4. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. j . ... - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

, 9 1 (Is' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

,rnd there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

delkndant, Comer & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

r -- 

f 'oi!i*tcr & Company, Inc. 
hi('C;IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
30 I h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
Ncw York, New York 10004 
(? 12) 509-3456 In I &g-mn A E W  

Incantaiupo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 
CGL:\I I . d-~'m~iqs OFFICE 

Hon. S h m e x e i  

1122-18836 kdh 



S1 'PKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
4 I j1 'N'I'Y OF NEW YORK 
I1'** ISJ1: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ZII3ESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113562/03,111622/03 
! 1 1  IS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

):RANK INCANTALUPO and BARBARA 
6 N CANTALUPO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

;\. ( )~ SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 
- __ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

i l ic ;ibove entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

t c  I , P \ ~ !  against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

liciiig no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

rWmdant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Ihtcd: New Yo k, Ne York 
-LF> /1(0L,2012 

Attorney for P1 ai n ti ffs 
1 n,,iclwell Corporation 
W'(;IVNF,Y & KLUGER, P.C. 
X O  Xjruad Street-Suite 2300 
i'\icw York, New York 10004 

Incantalupo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

i U 17) SO9-3456 

S( ONIERED, 
Hon. &&ry Kleiz Heitler 

1235-18298 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 11 1589103, 112080/03 

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

II",._. (-4 
* a d  *h,,, 

Nkole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ramos, Louis M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Meitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 1 12080/03 

NO OYPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 

C 1 & Kasmir, Esq. "Q- ''";o ,,-7-1 .,- 

F l  3 0 IQ'I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Ramos, Louis M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway \s om@ 
New York, New York 10003 .AI r.E@-, 

/ 
(212) 509-3456 

2571 -I  876 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK comm ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 118014/03, 11 1642/03 

ASBESTOS LlTlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. 
RICHMAN, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION ANI) ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 6 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. 

, 2012 

s OFF\= y CLERK Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richman, Herman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

GOuN’  NE^ ~ 0 R s  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7785 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 118014/03, 11 1642/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. 
RICHMAN, Individually, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

j~xdgnient 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. 

EQ 

, L,Li:k;As OFF'GE 

MAY 3 0 Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richman, Herman 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway COUNr NEW V O W  

* &  &q / 
SO ORDERED, ~ s. 

, d b  

1122-19896 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT M. KENNEY and CHRISTINE 
KENNEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 11 1590/03, 112033/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Iiic., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York 
a t l i n  I’2012 

MAY 3 a 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenney, Robert M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ywk 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Hon. 

~ 2571-1865 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET E. RICHMAN, as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
HERMAN RICHMAN and MARGARET E. 
RICHMAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1  8014/03, 11 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 MAY 3 0 2012 

'".', '>,, 
" \  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ++'U 

Oakfabco Inc. Richman, Herman 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 

- &  9$f 1 
(2 12) 509-3456 

/ SO ORDERED, @a* $ b 
2571-1877 h a  

/ *  g p t  , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX c o w n  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112078/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: NewJl\$T York 
,2012 

Attorney forbe&&ant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Q 
.- 

OF F\CE 7’r L@KS 
Attorney for Plaintiffs GOQN @yORK 
Roiter, Chaim 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-75796 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i J.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 

~ 

- i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112078/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 A/ ,  I 

, New York, New York 10003 
, I  ‘212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry k l e m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1589/03,112078/03 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roiter, Chaim 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MAY 3 0 2012 

NEW YOHK 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway C O U N ~  CLERK': OFFICE 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20572 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112080/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N y - v ( T  York 
,2012 

Kerr-ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ramos, Louis M, 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav MAY 3 0 2012 

, -\<K's OFFICE cob, i'! - I - \ -  
New York, New York 10004 
(2121 509-3456 . , ' " \ A I  vcj 

New York, Nkw York 10003 

Hon. Sherrj K'iin Hc 

1122-126 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE ICAMOS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112080/03 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

K e n Y U  ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Ramos, Louis M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NEW ‘foRK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000~0UN7y CLEHK‘S OFPICE 

MAY 3 0 2Q12 

. .  > 
SO ORDERED, 7@Tt 

?”, a-A ‘A. 
1235-761 

~ 1 h ‘  



. .- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112080/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ramos, Louis M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Mky 3 0 2011 

:I ;kc 

'I 

;OF@ 2 
4 

*, 
\ J L  * (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1902 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

I 
I Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

i Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York,NY fh ,2012 

By: 

1." -l? 
Benjamin R. x 

Attorneys for Planti 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

' 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
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 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
c \  4 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

MAY 3 0 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

13895046 1 



! 
._ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
c (  c\ ,2012 

By: By: 

L E D t  
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 &j Fountain Plaza, $&BQ@JNT'i CI 3 OP FlCE 

NEW k PiK 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (I-Ieitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112078/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

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 
Roiter, Chaim 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klkinqeitler 

MAY 3 0 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

$?l(". 
2082-1 1904 



SUPREME couRr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 

~ 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROTTER, 

’ (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I Plaintiffs, 

I 
I -against- 

I A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 1589/03, 112078/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

2 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Roiter, Chaim 
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 

FFICE 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, +--’ 



-. -~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 1 12078/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 
1 

t 

/Attorney for Defendant 
' Oakfabco Inc. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs E D ,  
Roiter, Chaim 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY 3 a 2 0 1 ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 1594/03, 1 12 197/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA SCIALDONE and PASQUALE 
SCIALDONE, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, \ SlJMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 321 2, 

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 

prejudiced and without costs. 

Attorney for Dewdant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 
,,f 

.I , Y,' 
(212) 509-3456 

,,/ 

"i ' 
' '\ 

i $$ 
SO ORDERED, \\$\ 

324-7805AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM F. RYAN JR. and CAROLYN RYAN, : Index No. 128019/02 ' 

105928/03 
Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. . 

Defendants. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

X I______---___-------------------------------"----"------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A,\ >-t \ \  x 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: %@< 
Frank Ortiz, sq. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys forpefendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

W Lawrence G. Lee, E Y  -4 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 ' 
(2 12) 302-2400 MAY 3 0 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 1 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
6 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

I 

1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 

COUN ry CLERKS OFFICE 1 

NEWYORK 2 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

-- c 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 112089/03 
1 1 1589/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
TAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or , Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
4);,1,2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

264 West .IOLh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

MAY 3 0 2012 

NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 OFFICE 

C O ~ ~ T y  
.II 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: HA 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 1 1622/03 
113562/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

F I L E D :  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 001 

264 West 40th Street 

MAY 3 0 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2 j 3 02-2400 

Y 

3 

Dated: New York, New York r; ( ;,rrlCE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X l____lll__r_-__l-r__------------------------------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: 

.............................................................. 
CLIFFORD W. HYDE JR., as Administrator for 
the Estate of CLIFFORD W. HYDE SR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 1 1642/03 
1 143 19/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Dcfcndants. 

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 & Rubbcr 

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, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAI, EMERY LLP 

h 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

__I_-- 
_ _  



Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

d., 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 0- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: : By: 

V 
W a m h  Darche, Esq. Kwrence G. Lee, @if 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

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 
m y  -3. L Q / t  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: I n  
Mi'chael Roberts, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 



Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et A, 

uerenaanrs. 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 ComDany be and the same are herebv dismissed with nreiudice and 
1 .  

without costs. 
T - - J - - - - -  --I- 

~~~~ ~ ~~ . . _.__ 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 7,2012 

WEITZ 7 LUXENBERG P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant The Goodyear Tire & i Rubber Company 

By: 
Mark Wasef, Esq. 

I 

I - -  264 West 40th Street I 700 Broadway / 
New York, New York 10003 New Y ork, New York 1 00 1 8 

(212) 302-2400 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. : 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 11622/03 
1 13492103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 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 apposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N KE: NEW Y O k  COUNTY- i NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitlec, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE RISO, JR., 
j Index No.: 100731/03, 105151/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPP,OSXTION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEWFOKE;, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled ‘case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and thc same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q z y  ,2012 

Ad. 

4 
JamVB. Coope!, Es& 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Riso, Eugene Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

up*) 
SO ORDERED, 

,2082-11590 

/ ? c ”  



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ 4. 

NYLA 

Index Nos. 1 1 1642103 
118014/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 
YT&f&IZ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street MAY 3 0 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 

I 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein Rei% 



._ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ---------------II-_____________________r--------------_------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -------_---------I___1______________11__------------------"--- 

LUCILLE ROVTELLO (Dec.), : Index No. 11 1642/03 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

CONGOLEUM CORP., d. 
IASPart30 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 rk, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 3 20'2 

264 West 40th Street 

C ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York ..-- 

1 
SO ORDERED: 

:,#e@-\ 



A.C. & S., INC., ad,, 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, 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 Tnc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New k, ew York p3P;. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: U & & A  
Matthew Mach tyre Jent(;.fel/T. Childs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 MAY 3 0 2012 9 

4 

264 West 40th Street F 1 L E D i 
New York, New York 100'18 3 



LOUIS ENDICK (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

: Index Nos. 1 1 1642/03 
1 18723/03 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. I Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHERIZFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: jflg /m 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ci%wk&u, Esq. 
I ,Lid f&W\\ ' 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

~ d (212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 ~, CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York -- 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt gl. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 1 1626/03 
121 5 18/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newf'pFrkfT York 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L m c H  DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: ,dm:& 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 MAY 3 *''' 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt A. : 

NYCAL 

Index No. 109851/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

J@nk,@rfik, Esq. 
?1 , G l u Z \  &-.A' 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Y Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & L 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

By: r 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Andrea E. Hayward, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Henry J. Hayward Jr., and Andrea E. 
Hayward, Individually, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126037102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 344-546 1 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation , \  

; 1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2*h Floor- 
New (212) York, 452-5300 NY 10016 F f L E D ,  

Hon. Shedy K. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Andrea E. Hayward, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Henry J. Hayward Jr., and Andrea E. 
Hayward, Individually, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126037/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York N ~ w  York 
a314 , 2 o m  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Fl 
NewYork,NY 10016 I L, E D 

MAY 3 0 2012 

\ 

(2 12) 344-546 1 (2 12) 452-5300 

'1 

COUNTY CLEFIK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

".- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM S. ALLEN, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE E. ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122052/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

kcole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

T W - - -  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Allen 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 143323- 1 ) 

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNTY CLEFii::'S OFFICE 
NEW YOI3K 



NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 15837/03 
100724/03 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 105546/03 
100087/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Lnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY , N e  York 
L7730TI'L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



BREETVELD, 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 3o A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &., 

Defendants. 
X "_r___-_--------_____________11111______------------------_---- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York y- dY. 72.2JLL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: i' Jenufer /lr-,- 1; , T. / [ M  Childs a 1 L € D .  \\ 
MAY 3 0 264 West 40th Street 

New York, New York 1001 8 

pmc /v, pr-ft e c4? h 
7 OBroadway 
New York, New York 10003 OF W E  fl CLEWS 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 COUN NEwYoRK 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................... 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator : Index No. 100727/03 
for the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE 11, 

Plaintiff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada h c .  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

New York, New York 10018 MAY 3 0 2012 
264 West 40th Street 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
1 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

C;OUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 100234/03 
1 063 5 9/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 MAY 3 0 2f% 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12 j 302-2400 
c o u ~ N  CLERK'S OFF"' 

NEW m R K  Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

? 



NYCAL 

Index Nos. 127886/02 
102479/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 MY 3 0 2012 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK .d 

by -1 * SO ORDERED: 

qcs, & atd: - S6.d - Tic 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing 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 e w S P  7; York 
6 ?  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. 

4 
?. 

New York, New York 10003 \\ New 264 West York, 40th New Street York 100 1 FILED4 1 
700 Broadway 

f#Y 3 0 2m ? 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODS. CO., gt al,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOFE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada hc .  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 prejudicc and without costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York 
eL1,2 T - J W l .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street - 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Attorneys far Plaintiffs 

Dated: New York, New York 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYC. 

Index Nos. 103530/03 
126681102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



. *. ' 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. Hen. Shemy Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

X _____-______-II___--------------~------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York yAhz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

BY 3 
I Phan Alvarado, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Cefendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubbcr 

Dated: New York, New York 



. . _ _  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

magainst- 

A.C. and S., INC., gJ. 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 120767/01 
11 1223/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40'" Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X .............................................................. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index Nos. 112020/03 

1 1 1593/03 

.............................................................. 
JUNUIS PRICE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 1 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klei 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
---.. ------* ----- 11111111111-*111 --- ____l___- I -*------ -- _l_l___ x 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -___r_"------------_----"-------------------"--~~------_---_-- 

LOUIS M. RAMOS (Dec.), : Index Nos. 1 1 1589/03 
112080/03 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. ' 

IAS Part30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

yq;yrl, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40t" Street 
New York, New York 100 1 

F\GE 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Ep,K" OF 
Dated: New York, Now York ..- GouN~$q.(oRK I" * - 

" > ,- 

SO ORDERED: l # Y ' " .  - $AM 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104999/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR. 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N;w+)F5$w, York 
2012 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank C. Gullo, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

{NO 143323- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR. 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 104999/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank C. Gullo, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

” a-2733 
lN0143377-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES JOHNSON AND JOAN JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105917/04, 121477/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New r N w York & 2012 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Johnson and Joan Johnso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D -  

ew York 10003 MAY 3 0 20'2 

co~~'';E~ y0RK 
OF W E  (;LEHZ-('S 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2021 

{N0143323-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105917/04, 121477/02 
j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES JOHNSON AND JOAN JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant * 

Treadwell Corporation 
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Johnson and Joan Jo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

- 7 -  - 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0143377-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : Index No.: 106690/02 
PEGGY LOFTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. &S. INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Peggy Lofton 
MCGrVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D *  \ 
MAY 3 0 ark 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

CLERK’S owcE 
NEU YORK a 

SO ORDERED, 

12355741 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116052/02 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH CESTARE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF AGNES 
CESTARE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Agnes Cestare 

r 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0143377-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

~ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106695/02 

JOHN A. GENTILE AND JUDITH A, GENTILE, j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. &S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John A. Gentile and Judith A. Gentile 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

12354652 

{NO 1433774 } , ’  

c#j ” 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM S. ALLEN, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE E. ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122052/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk w York & 2012 

- 
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Allen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

‘1 

{N0143377-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 n 

By: 

SO 

0 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Es&,' 
NIXON PEABODY LLP: 

;% Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company MAY 3 0 2012 Key Towers at Fountaiq"Plma -- 
New York, NY 10038 

Plaza, S u i t & m  = i' CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(716) 853-8100 

(212) 558-5500 

ORDERED, 

c,, 13895046.1 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 
TI 9 ,2012 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dw$d Esq. 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 7, Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 
,2012 

By: 

75 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 I 

so 
Hon. S h w k l e i n  Heitl 

13895046.1 

BY 

Benjamin R. Dwye 
NIXONPEABODYLLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 1 E D . 
Patterson-Kelley Compaky 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50OCOiJbIT\{ CLEW'S OFF"' 

(7 16) 

F\AY 3 0 2012 

Buffalo, NY 14202 NE.V\I yonK 

ler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE WALSH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF TERRENCE WALSH AND 
ANNE WALSH, INDIVIDUALLY 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heit la-, 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
M$ 3 0 2012 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

- .  
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Terrence Walsh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-092s 

lN0143377-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE WALSH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF TERRENCE WALSH AND 
ANNE WALSH, INDIVIDUALLY 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C & S., INC., etal., 

Defendants. : 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103227/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. p \ L E D  
Dated: NewTTfl),:;; 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Terrence Walsh 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Nb’r 1 7Q‘? (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, )id‘. 

1122-1412 

{NO 143323-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANE WILSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF CHARLES J.  WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C & S., INC., etal., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 18277/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I L E D *# 

MAY 3 0 2012 
FRCE 

-. 9 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & company, Inc, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles J. Wilson 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



. . . . . -_ . . . 

I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I being no opposition thereto, 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j 1,A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 110182/00 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

L. C. RICHARDS AND MARY B. RICHARDS, 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Plaintiffs, 

I defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

-against- 

A.C & S,,  INC.., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

without costs. 

- 
Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.C. Richards and Mary B. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

4 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0143377-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAI, 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 100731/03, 105151/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE RISO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORnEK 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumnary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
2012 

i 

MAY 3 0 2012 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Kiso, Eugene Jr. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEWD, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105605/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

~ 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

L. C .  RICHARDS AND MARY B. RICHARDS, 

Plaintiffs, 

~ 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

-against- 

A.C & S., INC.., et al., 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 10 182/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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 Yolk, NQV York 

kicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.C. Richards and Mary B. Ri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 0 zn12 

couNly CLERKS  OFF''^ 
(2 12) 509-3456 

I F\IEV\I yoRK 
SO ORDERED, L- - - -  

1122-14509 

{N0143323-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH J. LUNGA AND VERONICA K. 
LUNGA INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WTER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123 165/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I. 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estat of Joseph Lunga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19248 

{NO 143323-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH J. LUNGA AND VERONICA K. 
LUNGA INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PROCUTS CO., et al., 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123 165102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
1 1  

Dated: NeTTl,rdq$,York 
2012 

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Lunga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

7w ‘A 
{N0143377-1} 

1235-18715 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 c i s  ,2012 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
c (9 ,2012 

New York, NY 10038 rs at Fountain PlazaMAY 3 0 2O'' 
(212) 558-5500 

4-1 Did:#-+ 7 
. , , ,J,  'J 

13895046 I \ 3  b 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

New York, NY 10038 at Fountain Plaza 
(212) 558-5500 

I3895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelle y Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I j  

Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
/=+9 

I3895046 1 

C I '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 
f14 ,2012 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Cornp $ \ L  1 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 3 0 2O'' ers at Fountain Plaza 

ain Plaza, Suite 500 
"5 OFWE 

Goutq\17Y a:- ' " 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 VLfHK 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 /9 ,2012 

180 Maiden Lane on-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 owers at Fountain PlazaMAY 3 
(212) 558-5500 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

13895046 1 



.. . .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
f I 4  ,2012 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

d 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6' Floo 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

13895046,l 



. . . . . . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
r I 5 ,2012  

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 ountain Plaza, Suite 

wers at Fountain Plaza 

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNTY LLC ~<KS OFFICE 
NEW Y0RK 

13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 SyI ,2012 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Towers at Fountain Plaza 
(212) 558-5500 ountain Plaza, Suite 50 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. 

c 

Dated: New York, NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 Plaza, Suite 500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Co 

at Fo 

0, NY 14202 my 3 0 2012 
(716) 853-8100 

c & b b U  1 f %',I-+ 1' 'I; (7FFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

13895046.1 
#..I. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
f l 4  ,2012 

NIXON PEAB 

Patterson-Kelley Company 
Towers at Fountain P1 New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

t ..' 13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
cl 9 ,2012 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 aza, ~y.im CLERKS OFFICE 

Buffalo, NY 14202 NEW YORK 
(716) 853-8100 -. 

.i;h 
*I 

13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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: 
2012 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

/-- 

13895046.1 



.. . 

SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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. 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 5-i ,2012 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Attorneys for Plaintiff fk <uji% 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y?fc, 

By: 

,2012 

;* By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. , f d  A' 

* **.< ~ 

Ya L Y ps. 
WEI* LUXENBERG -Az P . NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff $&* Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046 1 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I EDWARD T. GOOD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 10- 190263, 
01-120396 & 02- 103357 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Benjamin R. Dwy 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

13895046 1 
\ 

d\  $8' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 d q ,2012 
n A 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt: E W  

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer &q. 

r '  By: \ PI 
*mCr I , ~> 4 

p , ~ , J  , , ..d.rhn.n,. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 ma, Suite 500 MAY 3 0 2012 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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. 

By: By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, D 180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

.,Key Towers at 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 M ~ y  3 0 2012 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. 

By: >.: , , ,  * '  I t' Y 

Samuel Goldbl tt, E 
y\ Esq. Benjamin R, Dwyer sq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 

' ,  '"F" * *  L*& ; L, 1. , ",. *"\ 4 7 .  , 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046.1 



3' 13895046.1 

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. 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUP€WME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
<!I ,2012 

i 
c 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

I3895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Relley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: 'L 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

New York, NY 10038 
E D ,  

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13833735.1 



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 

ORDEWD, 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 

Lori Benavides, Esq, 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP FELDMAN KTEFFER, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 Ih Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

The Dun Building, 110 Pearl Street, 4' Floor 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel-for Selby Battersby &&or , 

0020304 I .  WPD 

MAY 3 a 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate 
of JAMES J. WOODS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
COMPANY, et a1 

Defendants 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107446/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOFW,, defendant, The H. B. Smitb Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs 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 codefendants, 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 

Peter J, Sta& Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The H. B, Smith Company, Inc. 
102 Elm Street, 2"d Fh., Suite 8 
Westfield, MA 01085 
(413) 568-3 148 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiff " 

Levy, Phillips & Koni s 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1  g%B'fLq, F or E D 

/New York, NY 10022 
MAY 3 0 2012 

COUN I Y CLERK'S OFF 
NEW YORK 

'ICE 



SIIPREME COURT O F  THE STA'I'E OF N E W  YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WIT1 IIN NEW YOIIK CI'I'Y 

IN RE: NEW YOIIK CITY ASI3ESl'OS LI'I'IGAI'ION NYCAL 

No Opposition 
Sum mnry .I udgmen t 
Motion unci Order 

Index No.: I 1/190 I04 v. 

W H li li I T  OR I:, De fcndant . Q U AK E li Cl-1 F, M IC A L CO ICP . , 11 e I'C by rcq LILJ st 
sutnmaiy judgment in the above-cniiiled cast". pursuant to Civil Practice Law and liules 
scclion 3212, dismissing Plainlift& complaint agaiiist I)cfendant, QIJAKER 
CI IIIMIC'AL CORI'. with prejudice, and there being no apposition thcreto, 

ORI)ERE.:I). that iipon noticc to all co-Dcfendants, ull claims and cross claims 
against I3elkndant, QUAKER L'HEMICAL COW., bc and tlic saitw are hcreby 
Jisni issed wi (11 prej lid ice wi tlioiil costs. 

Datcd: New York. New York 

-- -_ 
Stephen A. Manu&, 13~1.  
Fcldtiian Kiefkr. LLP Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Dclindan t ,  Quaker 
Chemical 
The Dun Building 
1 10 Pearl Streel, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 14202 
71 6-852-5875 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Samuel Goldblatt, E 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

By: By: 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

UNTY CLERKS OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

13895046 1 

. . . . - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

13895046 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 
3 ,2012 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff d d z  Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

. i  
, >'. 

I3895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

1 

i 

: 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

13895046.1 \ 
, * - *  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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. 

By: It ,,_ By: 
-- . Samuel Goldblatt, 

6 Benjamin R. Dwy 
WEITZ & LUXENBE NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff dnk- Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

*- 

,q;\ ** \"I GYd 
L J \  

13895046.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York NY cl"\ ,2012 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

13895046.1 



.- . . . . . . .. -. . .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Ysrk, NY 

By: By: 

5 15 ,2012 

Samuel Goldblatt, 
Benjamin R. Dwy 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13895046.1 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF 
THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT LAFFEY, 

Plaintiff( s), 

vs. 

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants( s). 

INDEX NO. 190334/11 

DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM POWELL 
COMPANY’S NO OPPOSITION 
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 

BY: 

Karst & von Oiste 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
19500 State Highway 249 
Suite 420 
Houston, Texas 7707 

Clemente Mueller, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(281) 970-9988 2 12-425-5005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DIANE J. WILSON, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of CHARLES J. WILSON, 
and DIANE WILSON, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

VS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118277102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

I ', 
'U * 

i., '., 

Id* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

HERSON, M ~ N  

MAY 3 0 2012 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 22 

A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

- 

SOL SHARGEL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103185/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs E D  1 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 MAY 3 0 2012 

' 1  

New York, New York 10279 

SO ORDERED: - 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFW CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHEFtRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE 

ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 

INDEX NO.: 103220l03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

" , < '  3 

\ *  
\>\  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

WATERS, I ~ C P H E R ~ O N ,  MCNEILL, P.C. 

- F I L E D  Attorneys for&3€Fdey, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

MAY 3 0 2012 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH TRIFARI, 
Plaintiff($), 

A X  & S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120622102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR'I 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1027 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 9022 1 111 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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 

plaintiffs 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. 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

C0UIVI"Y CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD BEERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 19022 1 /11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MRGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street. 1 2fh Flnor 

I -- - - -  . . . . - . - _- - - - 
New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10016 - 
(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190408/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER 

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. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York. New Yn 

TZ & BLAU LLP 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 108950/01 

German0 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 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 5/7 ,2012 n 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.k 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 3 0 2012 



IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH ROD~E 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 06/105708 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

MOISES VELASQUEZ, as Executor of the Estate of 
CARMEN VELASQUEZ, deceased, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 114403/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Sanford LP, Individually and as Successor in Interest to 

M. Grumbacher, incorrectly named herein Gmbacher;  Sanford Corporation, Individually and as 

successor to Grumbacher, Inc.; and Sanford LP, Individually and as Successor in Interest to 

Grumbacher, Inc. (hereinafter “Grurnbacher”) 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. 

,2012 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
/ n  

DARGER, ERRANTE YAVITZ & 
BLAULLP ~ 

D y e E s q .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300 MAY 3 0 2012 

New York, NY 100 16 

ENTER: OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SIII’IIE.Mli COURT OF THE STATf: OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

No Opposition 
S urn nia r y J 11 dg m cii t 

X 

mis INXUMENT RELATES TO: 
iVlINi4S GEORGOPOULOS hlotion and Order 

V I  Index No.: 11/190104 

SELHY BATTERSBY Sr CO., et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hcreby request 
simimary judgmcnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L m .  and Rdcs 
Section 32 12. dismissing I’lnintift’s complaint against Defendant, SELRY BATTERSBY 
4c: C’O. with pwjiidiw, wid there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against I>cfkndant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., be and (he samc are hereby disniisscd 
with prcjudicc without costs. 

Dnted: New Yak ,  New York 

Levy Phillips Sr Konigsberg, LLP 
A ttoin e ys for P 1 o I n ti f’f 
800 Third Ave, 13“’ Floor 
Ncu. York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

Feldman Kieffer, LLP . 

Atroineys for Defendant, Sclby 
Battersby & Co, 
The Dun Building 
I 10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New 



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 COWORATION with prejudice, and there being 

I 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 

with prejudice and without costs. i 
L 

Nb.1 3 m 
s O F W E  

wTycLEfi~ \c 
/Michael J. Blahk, Esquire NE-* 

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, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

VLADIMIR KISELOVSKI and SUSAN J. : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
KISELOVSKI, 

X ------1-______--____--------------------------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 

: Index No.: 115520-05 
P1 aintiff(s): 

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

s i  

I L E D I .  \ 
MAY 3 0 2012 

3 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-.63& , y =;L ERKS OFFICE 
212) 536-3900 NEW YORK 24 

so ORDERED, .- -.___ 
Hon. Sherr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MAE MAUREEN VAN BUREN and JOHN VAN : NYCAL 
BUREN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 116445-04 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -----_------_------_________1_______1_1_------------"------------ 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ARDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

K- 

Attorneyb for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 /F"1 / /-- New York. NY 10022-6030 

A'ftorneys for Defefidant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

/ I  A ! ! .  (212) 536-3900 

Hon. S h e m m H k i  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X --__*_----r"l----_------------------------------"-------~-------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MONIQUE L. MCCORMICK, as Personal 
Representative of the Estate of GORDON A. : NYCAL 
MCCORMICK, and MONIQUE L. MCCORMICK, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X ----__----__-----_I--------*--------------*---------------~------ 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 102033-05 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

Defendants. 
X 1-----_-------1-----________l_______l___-----------------"------- 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

e same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I L E D  
599 Lexington Avenue 

York, NY 10022-6030 MAY 3 0 2W 
COUI\~IY CL [:IRK'S OFFLCE 

NEW YORK 

I!@ 
fib.@ />a @e* 



JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L. : NYCAL 
KUTKUHN, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s),: 11 1957-04 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -----__1_----"__1---------------------------------"-------------- 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D 
orneys for Defendant MAY 3 0 2012 

CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10036 



KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE : NYCAL 
KORN WEISER, : T.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(sj, 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

: Index No(sj.: 114368-04 
-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 Cochranej ("CRANE CO."j, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

OQ(iJERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

For Plaintiff(s) 
Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

the 

- 

- 

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Kirsted Alford Kneis. Esa. 

Att$mey s for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

COUNl Y CLEY-,C.C':~ 0 F - F  :CE 
NEW YORK 

._ New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

I J 
I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MELBA OVALLE, as Personal Representative of : NYCAL 
the Estate of ADA IRIS OVALLE, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1 12085-05 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

CRANE COMPANY (THE) ("CRANE CO."), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

I 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 

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

E 
MAY 3 0 2012 

Aforneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MICHAEL SUHL, as Administrator of the Estate of : NYCAL 
SIDNEY SUHL, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X ___--_____---____I----------------------"------------------------ 

: (€-ion. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106467-04 
-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al,, 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __1---___1_----____---------------------------------------------- 

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 

S E  Kirsten lford Kneis I) 

e, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

E D  
s for Defendant MAY 3 0 2012 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

J 599 Lexington A V ~ W X J N T Y  CLERX'S OFF~CE 
New York, NY 10022-6030NEW YORK 
(212) 536-3900 - I 

SO OKDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

EUGENE RISO, JR., : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X ---_1"_____________"_ll___________r_____---------------"--------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 10073 1-03 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Fr; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

K& GATESLLP 
A orneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
ANE CO. 

MAY 3 0 2012 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

COUN 1 Y ;'l.tIL-3K'S OFFICE 
l u ~ W  YORK 

d 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 
i 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE : 
SPRENG, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry E A n  Heitler) 

: Index No.: 190297- 1 1 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
to Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Company, et al., 

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, 

ORDFED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

(212) 681-1575 

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

, I  

O M  y CLEiIk ,; 0/.flCE 
' hEWyo&K 

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC US% 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

. I '  NY-960858 V I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ---1_1_---__----____-------------~-------------~----------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

PAMELA KAHN, as Administrator of the Estate of : NYCAL 
WALTER A, KAHN, : L.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X __1--__-___-___"_-____I_________________---------~----"--------~- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106546-04 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ------__----_--I--________l_______l_____----------"--------~----- 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d with prejudice and without costs. 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue : CLEHK.SOFF~CE 
New York, NY 10022%&0'  NE^ YORK . A  

Y- 

&,E e h a b L u  - 
J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JO ANNE HEALY, as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of THOMAS HEALY, and Jo ANNE 
HEALY, Individually, 

: 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaint iff( s), 
kdex No(s).: 1 03505-04 

"against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., : MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X --__*__-_1_*__--______________1_________-----~~----~*---- 

WHEmFORE, 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

C R A N E A .  behnd the jame are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Att rney or Plaintiff(s) 
- 5 4 W 1 v e n u e y  4'h Floor 

%B Il*r - @orneys for Defendant r I 
CRANE CO. .. - n qt1l9 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

M;A"C 3 U mW 

COUN-ry CERKCJ OFF'S . , r r ~ ~  vnRK 
"536-3900 

SO ORDERED, "- 

i 



KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 
EGGENBERGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No(s).: 190408-1 1 

NO-OPPOSITJON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -----_“____---1----__1_______111________------------------------- 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendd G f i N E f i O .  be, ,and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorne r Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth T t F O x ’ L L P  venue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

4 %  

1 :  

\ 

orneys for Defendant Mky 3 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10022-6030 NGU- 
599 Lexington AvenmuN ‘3 y Q ~ K  *y 

(212) 536-3900 b-4 



SUPRJZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 124444102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abov - ntitled 

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 
L f . L  E D ' \ Attorneys for Plaintiffs i 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 MAY 3 0 2012 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

(212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No, 103253-08 THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL W. DECARO, DELFINO 
DECARO AS EXECUTOR, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC.; 
ABEX CORPORATION 

ABEX FRICTION PRODUCTS; 
AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., 
AMERICAN BRAKE SHOE COMPANY; 
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. 

and its division, The Trane Company; 
BECUARNLEY WORLDPARTS COW.; 
as successor in interest to Beck Arnley Corp.; 
BONDEX INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORP., 

CASE CORPORATION; 

fMa American Brake and Shoe Company; 

fMa Borg-Warner Corporation; 

Individually and as Successor to New Holland and 
International Harvester; 

CERTAINTEED CORPORATION; 
CNH AMERICA LLC; 
DAIMLERCHRYLSER MOTORS CORP. 

Individually, md as successor in interest to Chrysler 
Motors Corp., Chrysler Corp and Mopar Motor Parts 
Corp.; 

DANA CORPORATION; 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY; 
GARLOCK SEALING TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY; 
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, 

successor by merger to Garlock, Inc.; 

as successor in interest to Delco Products 
Division of General Motors Corporation; 

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION; 
HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUN'I '' Ci. E R K S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



f/k/a Allied Signal, Inc. as successor in interest to 
The Bendix Corporation; 

as successor to and f/k/a Delaval Turbine, 
Transamerica Delaval, and IMO Delaval; 

IMO INDUSTRIES, INC, 

TNGERSOLL-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. 

UNION CARBIDE; 
UNIROYAL, INC,; 
VIACOM INC., 

dWa EIS Brake Parts; 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, 
fMa Westinghouse Electric; 

T.H. AGlUCULTURE & NUTRITION, LLC 
Individually and fMa T.H. Agricultures & Nutrition 
Company, Inc., flWa 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s Complaint against defendant, AHM, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

2 



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: 

Levy Phillips & Konigsbeig; LL'P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Delfino DeCaro, Administrator of the 
Estate of Michael W. DeCaro 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Tel: (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED: 

Greenbaum, Rowe, S m i i  & Davis LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
American Honda Motor Co., Inc. 
75 Livingston Avenue 
Suite 301 
Roseland, New Jersey 07068 
Tel: (973) 535-1600 

'r 
MAY 3 0 2012 

3 



-against- 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, N C . ,  

Index No.: 10945 1/03 

Defendant(s). : 

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 MOTORCOMPANY be and the same &e 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
r\ Pt., \o ,2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

I 

f 

DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

p 9 3 - 6 9 7 0  

- 
SO ORDERED: 

(01 130358.DOCX } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --_---_________-r___11_1_1______1_______----------------~-~--"----- 

This Document Relates To: 

LINDA MACNEAL as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES RAY MONTAGRIFF, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

BEHALF OF 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Index No,: 117301/97 
Plaintiff( s) , : 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., 

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 
\Q ,2012 A 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 0 2012 : ~AL - COUN1'Y NFWYORK CLERKS OF!- 

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By: Evan L. rowne, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
ktorneys for Plaintiffs 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

555 I12v 



-against- 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., 

Index No.: 123739/02 

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 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAY 3 0 2012 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICI 

Nb-t \n ,2012 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(01 130370.DOCX } 

- 
HON. ' 

6551 12v 

t 

c 



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 
pc-r \a , 2012 MAY 3 0 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

SO ORDERED: 

/ +-+ 

fOl129959.DOCX 1 6551 12v 



--*. - .  
c 

X ---------r---------l________I___________----"---------------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM FOLEY, JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

BEHALF OF 

-against- Index Na.: 1 17302/97 

AC and S, INC, et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

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 apposition 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 
&-I \ r g  ,2012 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defend 
Ford Motor Cornpa 
600 Third Avenue 
New Yark, New York 100 1 MAV 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
Vew York, NY 10003 
4ttarneys for Plaintiffs ' *o'2 

T: 212-593-6700 

$0 ORDERED: 

si@+ " " '  

01 129954.DOCX } 6551 12v 



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 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b f c ,  \ \o ,2012 

all 
be 

~ 

co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

A 
F\LED 

A 3 Q 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Thomas Martinez and Joan 
Martinez 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 100 16 
T: 2 12-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 

(01128217 DOCX } 6551 12v 



- . . . .. . . . . . . 

- -' 

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. 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for Dominick G. Sedita and 
Gerolama 600 Third Avenue 

New York, New York 10 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

5 0  ORDERED: 

[01128203.DOCX } 



This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT DEMAIO SR. and EMILY DEMAIO, : JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

BEHALF OF 

-against- Index No.: 123738/02 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/k/a RHONE 
POULENC, INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). 

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 apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTORCOMPANY be and the same are hereby di 
and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Robert Demaio Sr. and Emily 
Demaio 600 Third Avenue 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
2 12-593-6700 
2 12-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: la'l 
why 1 

&ut&* / 
(01 128180 DOCX } 6551 12v 



7 .  

1. 
, + 

-against- Index No.: 105107/00 

AC and S, INC, et al., 

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 
h b 7  \n ,2012 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defend t 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ford Motor C o F $  

600 Third Avcnu 
New York, New York lMW6 3 0 20Q 
T: 212-593-6700 

212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(01 130320.DOCX } 6551 12v 



;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
______________I__________________r_r___l--"-___---"--------------- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__r_____________-_____I_________________-----------_--_------"~--- X 

rhis Document Relates To: 

WINCIS J. CONNORS, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF 

Plaintiff( s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 106506/02 

4C and S, INC, et ala, 

Defendant(s), : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
udgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
iismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
ind there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
lefendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
md without costs, 

Iated: New York, New York 
W A ,  1 -  \o ,2012 /--? n 

AARONSONRAPP 0 T 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH,LLP f 
\Jew York, NY 10003 
4ttorneys for Plaintiffs 

50ORDERED: - 

(01 130329,DOCX } 

2-593-6970 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

6551 12v 



-against- Index No.: 1 17297/97 

A.C. & S., INC.) 

WHEREFOREy defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY her% request summary 
de: Section 32 12, judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR C 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereb 
and without costs. 

2- 
Dated: New York, New York ' u-i 

5 \ \  Q ,2012 

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant MAY 3 0 2012 

F 8 h T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
Ford Motor Corn 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1085 W YORK 

T: 212-593-6700 
e 212-593- -70 

SO ORDERED: @i#--@Ngf I 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER &L /-- 

:af& iu j*Jc"k 

6551 12v 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ------_f__l_r"r-_r______________________---------"----------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

OTTO W. SCHAFFNER, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 1 1 1879/02 

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 p f s p p v c e  
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b-l \ 10 ,2012 

MAY 3 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIL'~ 
& W R K  

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

T: 212-593-6700 
A 3 A F:212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

5551 12v 

c 



-against- Index No.: 109221/03 

A,W. CHESTERTON, 

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 
and without costs. 

MAY 3 0 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

*A-, \ u s  ,2012 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 

(01 13034 1 .DOCX } 

HON. 



EUGENE M. BREETVELD and 
THERESABREETVELD, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et ul., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1588/03 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY ( A X )  and ALCOA 

INC. fMa 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:C/I, I- f' L 
New York, New York 

MAY 3 0 2012 WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ~ ~ (212)344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12fh @jmTy C ~ E R ~ S  OFFICE 
New York, New York 10017 NEW YQRK 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler why 1 7  
217833 I Q@** / 

5$H r. ~ ' 4 ~  



t 
s t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHN A. BEARESE and RUTH BEARESE, 

X ...................................................................... 

X __11_11__1__"________-------------------------------------------------- 

I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1905 1 1/20 1 I Plaintiffs, 

-against- NOTICE OF NO 
OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 
including SINGER SEWING COMPANY, 

Defendants. 
X _ r _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

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 

V \ L E D  Order is hereby served in accordance with the NYCAL Amended Case Management 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 8,2012 

Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Frie&an LLP 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 

Attorneys for Singer Sewing Company 
(212) 506-1980 



c 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER AIR & LIQUTD SYSTEMS CORPORATTON, as 

successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 
including SINGER SEWING COMPANY, 

WHEREAS, defendant Singer Sewing Company hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2 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. 

I 

Attorneys<for Plaintgs 
700 Broadway 1633 Broadway 

Attorneys for Singer Sewing Company 

New York, NY I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, NY 1 0019 

btwur 'I 



JOHN A. BEARESE and RUTH BEARESE, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 19051 1/2011 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
: ss.: 

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 Sfh 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 

Sworn to before me this 
Sfh day of May, 2012. 



. 

STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N :  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. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES TNC. 

with prejudice, and the& being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims e 
against Defendant TELEDYNE TECHNOLOGIES INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: August 8,201 1 
New York, New York 

BRYAN CAVE LLP 

Kardon Stolzman 
Jonathan E. Ginsberg Richard Thomas 

1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10 104 

Attorneys for De&ndant Tdedyne 
Technologies Znc. 

350 Fifth Avenue 
Suite 74 13 

(2 12) 54 1-2000 

. .. . * 55 

I637534 I \ C 0 4 1 0 4 ~ @  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: I.A.S. PART 39 

-X - - - - - - l _ _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, : New YO& City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

Plaintiffs, 
, Index No. 190391 / lo  

V. 

3M COMPANY, et al., + NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

- -  - _-.._ - -  
. - - . -  - . ..- .- _ - _- --- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, 

INC. (incorrectly sued herein as LLAerospace 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, 
w 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

e t :  E D against Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, TNC. be and t 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: August 8,201 1 
New York, New York 

BRYAN CAVE LLP NAP-OLI BERN .NPKA LLP 

By: Dd-i. l/!L By: l .A?-/ 
Kardon Stolzman Daniel P. Waxman 

Jonathan E. Ginsberg Richard Thomas 
1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10104 
(212) 541-2000 
Attorneys. for Defindunt Aerospace Products 

350 Fifth Avenue 
Suite 74 13 
New York, New York 101 18 
(2 12) 267-3700 

International, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein 
us “Aerospace Products Intl. ’7 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

1637535 l\C050267\0316854 



a .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: I.A.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 _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ l r " _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant FIRST AVIATION SERVICES, INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 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. 

1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10 104 
(2 12) 54 1-2000 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

flbv 1 a m  

ut$* ' 
I662800 I \NW 


