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SUPREME COURl OF TI-IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

."IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY" ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
~ (Heitler. 1.1 JN 8 3  2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
CLERKS o~jqcf / Index NO. : 1009 1 8/03, NEW YORK ---- ~ - . RONALD J, G. BOCHNIASZ and GLADYS 

BOCIRIIASZ, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED,  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 prejudicc and 

witliout costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .,. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 -. 1 , New York, New York 10003 

700 Broadway 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I ,  

I t THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LUIGI CIGLIANO AND FORTUNATA CIGLIANO, 
: Index No.: 4,@-0506/lhlEin, yoRK 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P -against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

* AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., I 

Defendads). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, OAKFABCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, OAKFABCO, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: yey york, New York 

z d KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Luigi Cigliano and Fortunata Cigliano 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 0003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0148250-1} 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL - 1  J U I  0 3  2012 

; Index No.: 190506/1 I 
LUIGI CIGLIANO AND FORTUNATA CIGLIANO, I 

I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 

1 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., I 

Defendads). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
rneys for Defendants 

Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Luigi Cigliano and Fortunata Cigliano 

(212) 509-3456 

1003-393 I 

(N0148250-I) 



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

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

I C g " N n  CLEWS OFFICE I Index No.: 102562/0 
I 

' U L  0 3  2012 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, AS EXECUTRIX 

I 

NEW yoRK --- 
-- . .  .- I 

FOR THE ESTATE OF NELSON E. NEWCOMB, I 

AND CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, I 

TNDIVIDUALLY, 

I 

I 
I 

Plaint iff( s), I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

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

Defendads). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Nelson E. Newcomb 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-0562 

JUN 1 5 2012 
{NO 149254-1 ) 



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

I T.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, 3.) 

I Index No.: 102562/06 

A". ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, AS EXECUTRIX 

INDIVIDUALLY, I I NWy$KoFF,ce 7 

I 
I F ' L  E D  
I 
I JuL 03 20,z ' i FOR THE ESTATE OF NELSON E. NEWCOMB, i 

AND CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, I I cow? QQ f 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
I I 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Ke- ook, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Nelson E. Newcomb 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorkl0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2012 1122-10s2 

{NO 149244-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
, F-g -i gb ~ 1s6 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL j 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

I Index No.: 1025WQ&+ &ln/ yORK 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS '170: I couNw cLERws  OFF,^, 
I 
I 

I 

I 

CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF NELSON E. NEWCOMB, I 

AND CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, I 

INDIVIDUALLY, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I 

PI ai n t i ff( s) , 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et a]., 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
617 ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Nelson E. Newcomb 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-8632 

(N0149256-1} 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRE: mwYoRKcouNTlf 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

AMEMCAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 0 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 19007m 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. __ 
Defendants. 

.. .. __ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and ! 
! 

without costs. 

&&z;% 
Laura B. Hollman, sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGlvNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 

New York, New Yo& 10004 

I 
EARLY & Smuss, LLC 

" 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York 10170 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-0474 

JUN 152012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD 5. G. BOCHNIASZ AND GLADYS 
BOCHNIASZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
s-" I.A.S, Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 OOSx'l8/03, 
FI L i "  

& ,i 

NO OPPOSl ? 

SUMMARY 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coip., with prejudice 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 atid 

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bochniasz, Ronald J. G. 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Ncw York, New Yorlc 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S'fidrry Klein Heitler 

2383-26214 



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

RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. G. BOCI-MAS2 AND GLADYS 
BOCHNIASZ, 

PI ainti ffs , SUMMARY JUDGMEN'I' 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmex: in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIWEY & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20787 



. - .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . . _.. . . . . . ..-. . . - . . . ... 

Plaintiffs , 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company, et al., 

Defendants. 

F I L E D  4 

JUL 0 3  2012 

x COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 7 --------------__I_-_l_________________l_--~--~-"----"~*~-~-~--"~-------- 

4 
* 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as' 

Successor to Sarco Company (hereinafter "SPIRAX SARCO"), hereby requests 

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

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

3 dvU6- /1. 2012 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. MICHAEL ROBERTS, ESQ. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway SPIRAX SARCO, INC., 
New York, New York 10003 Individually and as Successor to 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 Sarco Company 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

3 

So Ordere 



v 
4 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-5673-02 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE W. LUTTRELL 

INDEX NO, 
1069 1 5/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
4 

F I L E D :  
JUL 0 3  2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN 1 5  2012 



I 
TMc:CCopk) 
5/25/12 

- - sr' 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5 95 5 -02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
512511 2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
.............. . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE E. MEIROSE 

F I L E D  
JUl  0 3  2012 

INDEX NO, 
1069 14/0wuNTV CLERKS OFFICE 
ASSIGNED TO: NEW YORK 
HON. s m m y  KLEIN HEIT=- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same b e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w York, New York P 2, - 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5674-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

F ' L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
_... "___________________________________-----------------------.....----- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD W. RIDDELL 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
INDEXNO. NEWYORK ~ 

1 13!87tE& 12734902 I 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Y i  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8666-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D ;  
Dated: &&.v York, New York JUL 0 3  2012 - 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDEED: 

Our File No 
S-5648-02 

JUN 1 5 201z 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-8000-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YOFX 
_________--__.______~~~- "-----------------------------------.----.-....-- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN 5. FAGAN 

INDEX NO. 
107403/02 & 1 14 1 19/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

the same are hereby 

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

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-5654-02 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT E. HOULIHAN 

INDEX NO. 
108356/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  - 2  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

son Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN 152012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-5946-02 

ALFRED J. KOPEK4 

INDEX NO. 
108872/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

e same are hereby ~o f lTyEID against defendant Consolidated Edison Comp 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
juL 0 3  2012 

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

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



4 

4 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - -  "-----....-.........---.--------""---------------- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM M. KOPCHO 

INDEX NO. 
108 105/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cos F I L E D -  f 
4 

Dated: N York, New York JUL 0 3  2012 $- 6 a/ %OUNTY I 

N 
3- 

. *  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 

I 4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5456-02 JUN 1 5 2012 



"A 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-5943-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York pJpm.-- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 
New York*Nh' 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN 1 5  2012 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
51241 I2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP 

JUL 03 2012 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NBERG, P.C. 1 - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney foMefendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6892-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MERLE G. BURGIN 

JUL 0 3  2012 
7 INDEX NO. 

ASSIGM&D.TO: NEW 'ORK-a 
1 1695g/o$OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7693-02 



Plaintiff( s), 

F I L E D  
JUL 0 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

e- 
EW YORK NO OPr$rr;rIO# 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 126934-02 & 
104397-03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I,aw aiid Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants C1,EAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry Mcl'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 

CLEAVER- BROOKS, INC. 

rk, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 5 2012 

prejudice and 

.. - 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 110180/00 & 117863/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL F I L E D  !, 
* " ,  

part 30 JUL 0 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
L NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A UTICA BOILERS hereby request 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A UTICA 

BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A UTICA BOILERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dana M. Northcraft, Es? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
U t t o r n e y s  for: CR INTERNATIONAL FWA 

UTTCABOI d ERS 
Barry, McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

1% 

SO ORDERED: 



, i , 

F I L E D  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- Index No.: 190083/12 

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

Defendant( s), 
X ____------__I-_-----______111___________--------------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 

k, New York 10006 
-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

Tjzv- JoeV quez, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
A d n e y  for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190120/12 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Belluck & Fox 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New Y,n& New York 10006 

3 13-3600 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 



* '  
F I L E P -  

JUL 03 2012 KMA56477/legal/nosJm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
CHUN WING LEE, 

fLoouhnv CLERK'S OFkICE _rl____________________________l____l___------------------------" 

NEW YORK 
A 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 190082/12 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York vv Atto s for Defendant 

546 Fifth Avenue b' 1 f A 
New York, New York 1 036 

John Crane, Inc. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

13-3600 

SO ORDERED 



i F I L E D  

CHUN HING LEE, 

Plainti ff(s), 

NO 0 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 190082/12 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attodey for Plaintiff 
Belluck & Fox 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorn% for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

C LEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 5 2012 



t 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 009 1 8/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f l  

OILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

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

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTVCLERK'SOFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 
-..'a- 



FBW465 12/legal/nosjrnOCTOBER 20 12 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

"- --'V 

F I L E @  'I 

JUL 0 3  2012 ' I  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - Index No.: 126935/02 & 
104 155/03 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FUT,TON BOILER WORKS, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Phkn Alv&ado,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Atgrneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New-York 10006 

SO ORDERED 



4 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 106364-03 & 
100232-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff" complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

n / 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. M. Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SAW. MCTIERNAN &-MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway (&I 12- FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 1 03 1 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

Attorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 York, New York 1000 
3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED JUL 0 3  2012 

COUN i Y CIH?KS OFFICE 



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

Index No.: 123077/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

&srnissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dcfendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudce and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

RLBARDIEK, ESQ. 
wwrz 8r LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
ROBERT CASTORINA and 
ANNETI'E CAST0 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

AN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

cw York 10006 
3 .- 3600 

cLBFzf L E D 
SO ORDERED, Jut 0 3  2012 

JUN 2012couN~ CLERK'S OFFICE ! 
NEWYORK -~ 1 



X:/FBW4684OAemMA Y 2012 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105151/03 & 100731/03 
., , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-- 

Atmiley h Plaintiffs WORKS 
Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

WeitL & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 
(212) 558-550 +(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3  2012 



X:/FB W48861AepaVjMA Y 2012 

against - Index No.: 100862-03 & 105606-04 

WHEREFOREy defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

n without costs, 

WORKS 
Weilz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDE'RE 

Barry McTi%an & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

JUL 03 2012 

I 

I i 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

- A*_. b 



CLB56364/legal/nos~mOCTOBER 20 12 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITl4 WATER PRODUCTS CQ., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 126935/02 & 
1 04 1 55/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' coinplaiiit against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudicc, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. A 

Attorney for Plaintiff Att for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CL R-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

ork 10006 

'F ILED 
JUL 0 3  2012 SO ORDERED, 

f ' C0UF.r I Y CLERKS OFFICE JUN 1 2012 NEW YORK 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

1 

Our File No 
S-5427-02 

GEORGE A. WALKER SR. 

JNDEX NO. 
106457/02 & 109483/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:hJew York. New York - 

Attorney for@kndant 

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated dison Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 

JUL 0 3  2012 
SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

Our File No 
S-7303-02 

JOHN J. KEOUGH 

INDEX NO. 
106693/02 & 1 15009/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, hc. ,  be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, ._ NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: ' F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 



TMc:CCfipk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
.. WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. KEAHON 

INDEX NO. 
106508/02 & 110788/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company pety&,E.?Bd 
i 

JUL 0 3  2012 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDEED: 

Our File No 
S-5905-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
513 1/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are herel: 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D ~  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5528-01 



TMc:CCGpk) 
513 1/12 

IN RE NEW Y O m  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - -  ................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON 

INDEX NO. 
107 190/0 1 & 100770/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, I 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. >< 

JUL 0 3  2012 'j 

CLERKS 0F""F 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4863-01 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/31/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA 

INDEX NO. 
103278/99 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New - York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \  RICH^. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorne r Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

S-4890-99 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
5/18/12 

GERARD CAUGHELL 

INDEX NO. 
105602/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- _- WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. - .. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

F I L E D ,  
JUL 0 3  2012 

R I C H A R D ~ I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 
Attorneyfo D endant 
Consolidate dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4 1 14-04 



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

F I L E D  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 JUL 0 3  2012 
(Heitler, J.) 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nu. 12629 1/02 

DENNIS M. LADUE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. +Y5iy 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Dennis M. LaRue 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys*for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

4 5 a W  Dated: 



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

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(X-Ieitlcr, J.) 
X 

~- . 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES Fro: Index No. 10401 8/03 -9-L 

VINCENT LEONE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there to, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 
" *. 

Dated: 

, * r * " ~  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %,;$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Leone 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Ai?=-- osario C etta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: JUN 1, 5 7013 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUL 0 3  2012 
IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 

ASBES'I'OS LITIGA'I'ION 
N Y C A L C O ~ T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 

_I&_ 

(Heitler, J.) -w 

,_ 

THIS D0CUMb;NT RELA'L'GS TO: 

MICHAEL A. MARAGLINO 

Index No. 126686/02, 104022/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
b?, ,2012 

f 
4 -- 

4t* "i I, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~ -, 'i G 7  

a 
a'\ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

Attorneys* for Plaintiff 
Michael A .  Muruglino 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: JUN 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF TI-IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 125935/02, 1041 66/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
JAMES E. MAYBEE F! I -ED SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUL 0 3 2012 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 
COUNTY CLERKS OWLt 

$w YORK 
WHEREFORE, Defendant orse Diesel, In=Oeereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

285 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Altorneys for Plaintgf 
James E. Mayhee 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-- -. (2 12) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAlE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

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

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 1 ?$ index No. 126685/02, 103333/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER JUL 0 3  2012 JOHN H. McGINNIS 

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 bcing 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 

casts. 

Dated: New Y;;?,:ew York 
,2012 

*! J 

\ ,  
W'.  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PlaintiSf 
John H. McGinnis 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

1 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: JJN 1 5  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S l A I E  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGA'TXON I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 126934/02, 104386/03 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MORGAN0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requcsts summary judgment in t,,e 

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: NewY rk NewYork 
6/1, ' ,2012 

i 
JU 0 3  2012 

7 

TZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

Attorneys for Pluintiff 
Joseph Morguno Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS III'IGATION 

F I L E D -  ' i  
- 4  

JUL 0 3  2012 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

U U C .  ,LtRK"S OWCE 
-A x 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 125965/02 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY 
NO OPPOSITXON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

x 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 
Ralland E. Hickey 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E 0  4 \ 
JUL 0 3  2012 ? 

7 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE < NEW YORK 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys.for Defindunt 
Morse lliesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  

'. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LI'TIGATION 
NYCAL JUL 0 3  2012 

part 30C0U4 I Y ~Lt idt i 'S  OFFICE 
(Heitlcr, J . )  NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT FELAI'ES TO: 

JAMES W. HOLECEK 

Index No. 126687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

I -" 

,*& ,.-* Jy, ~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys fbr Plaint8 
Jumes W. Holecek 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. * *<? 

(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys@ Defendunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, I # l W  
v - 1  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 
NYCAL JU1 0 3  2012 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 125934/02,104397/03 

GERARD F. KELTY JR. 
NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

h ,., 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gerard F. Kelty Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-" 

SO ORDERED, 

.- 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L I X  
Attorneys for Defindmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: J U 1 , 5 9 & l L " -  I 



. . -. . . . .  . .  

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

IN RE NEW YORK c m  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAN A. DEVICO 

Index No. 104645/03, 126687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requcsts 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 hcreby dismissed with prcjudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York F I L E F  

,&7~y;;;;;;:FFlcE 1 i 
# d 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Dun A.  DeVico 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: uw 1 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CJTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL JUL 0 3  2812 
I-*s. Part &UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
(Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 126686/02, I 040 1 1 /03 

ROBERT FLAHERTY 
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 

there to, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 

, 

F = r )  
JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW Y W  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC. 
Attorneys+ for Plaintiff 
Robert Flaherty 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/R&ario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated:-- . _  

JUtv A ' zn12 



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

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitlcr, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: lndcx No. 126037/02 

HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEWFORE, 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., bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Newb:xF, New Y ork 
,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys. for Plain@ 
Henry J. Hayward Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E 0  
JM 0 3  2012 

%osario ChettaTEsq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys. for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

- Dated: 

JUN 1 52012 



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

' >  

TN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
_ -  

THIS DOCUMENJ' E L A T E S  TO: Index No. 127677/02 

GILBERT0 ORTIZ ARCE 
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-defcndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo&. New Yosk 

WEITZ & LUXENHERG, PC. 
Attorney.yfor Plainliff 
Gilbert0 Ortiz Arce 
700 Broadway 
New Yosk, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

R6sario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Altorneys for  Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: J UN 152012 



SUPREME COlJRT OF TMI’: STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASRES?OS LITIGATION 

X 

‘THIS DOCUMENT KE1,ATES TO: 

MARTIN S .  AKONSON 

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

lndex No. 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

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

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

there to, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 
Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys ~ for Plaint@’ 
Martin S. Aronson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 ‘ I  

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 791 -0285 

Dated: JUN 1 S201ZL 

I 



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

x 
INRE NEW YORK CITY 

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

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 104 189/03, 126935/02 

FRITZ BUI-IRER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defcndant 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 Morsc Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and therc being no opposition 

thercto, 

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. 

New Yo k, New York 
h/J, ,2012 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint$f 
Fritz Ruhrer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

'i 
7 

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUN I y CLEHK'S OFFICE 
W YORK 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys+ for De fendanf 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STArE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(I-Ieitler, J.) 

Index No. 104184/03, 12693902 
X 

THIS DOCIJMENT RELATES TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES 
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 Rulcs Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

JuL 0 3  2012 
,2012 

r' -* 

& F  I /  

i . 3 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MAJ,ABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Renato Joseph Chides 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

Altnrneys fur Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, JUN 152L'lZ 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERRENCE WALSH 

INDEX NO. 
12444 1/02 & 103227/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

.-'I 

WHEWFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are herebv 

F I 'L E D 'i dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
' i  

Dated: New York, New York JUL 0 3  2012 $ 8-c"ca p v  LERKS OFFICE 

I ,  *v 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

ing Place 
w York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-9307-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

CHARLES J. WILSON 

INDEX NO. 
1 18277/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York Fi\ JUL 0 3  2012 7 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ew York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-8892-02 



V 

LINDA A. FLEMING, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JAMES R. FLEMING, and LINDA 
A. FLEMING, Individually, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 02/101110 
0 1/ 12 043 2 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
X _ - - - - - - - I _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LOVG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being'no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the' 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

WEZTZ & LUXENBERG, Py.- 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 Hen. -w, (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 
r y  K. Weitlex 



ALOISIUS J. OCZEK and CHARLOTTE OCZEK, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 99/101162 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEWiTION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and t he re  being no opposition thereto, 

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

'.lac E g  cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the 

hereby dismissed with pre jud ice  and without c o s t s .  .. 

tl!q , 2012 

J o h n s .  RiEhmond, E- 
& LUXENBERG, P . C .  ..,--J* 

WLL'I'LI 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Y o r k ,  N -~ . .  

177 Montague Street 'Y 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, W Y V V  ~~ 

Hon. S h e r r y  K. Heitler 

JUN 1 5 2012 



J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I 

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _______-_____-___--I______l___ll_____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)-+-'- 
-X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 111795 /04  
Robert Mori, as Administrator fo r  the 
Estate of Tyrrell T. Mori, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Bqooklyn, New York 
2012 I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Mori, as Administrator Burnham LLC 
for the  Estate of Tyrrell T. 
Mori Brooklyn, New York 112 

New York, New York 1000 F i l e  No.: 11084-189 

So Ordered: 

uAttorneys for Defendant 

177 Montague Street 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

ullen and Dy 

01 

J 



I 

ADELE ANZALONE, Individually and MICHAEL 
PHILIP ANZALONE as Executor of the Estate 
of P H I L I P  R. ANZALONE, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Index No.:  02 /127106  
02 /107100  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

NATIONAL G GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



r 



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

1 %  

I 
3 

COUNTY 
N -- 

Charles keqpsd? 9 sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Carpets, 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

PAMELA SABO, as Temporary Administrator 
for the estate of RAYMOND SABO 

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

Index No: 1903 18-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNTNGTON CARPETS, INC. by its attorneys, 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

against defendant MANNINGTON CARPETS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant MANNINGTON CARPETS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York, NY 

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

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

NY 14202 
3-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 

I3877861.1 JUN 1 5 2012 



I > 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JU 0 3  2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 dm 

(Heitler, S.) 

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: jNew,York, NY 
b- ( ,2012 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer fsq.  
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

ffalo, NY 14202 
6 )  853-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 

13877861.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK J'l 0 3  2012 + 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 .~ 

SO ORDERED, 

13877861.1 



* r "  

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

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: LW Samuel oldblatt, E 

Dated: New York, NY xu/*- I-. , 2012 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13877861 . I  



I S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD BEERS and JANE BEERS, 
NTu'- 

PLAINTIFFS MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No. 19022 1 /11 

THE 
WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, ET. AL., 

DEFENDANTS. 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE WILLIAM POWELL 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 The William Powell 

Co., Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant The William Powell Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

New York. NY 10036 

BY: * 
Matthew H, Mueller, Esq. 
Clernente Mueller, P.A. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The William Powell Co. 
5 Penn Plaza, 19* Floor 

(212) 681-1575 New York, New York 10001 
\ I  

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/22/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN F E  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHAMP ROBERTS 

INDEX NO. 
100731/03 & 105149/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Xew York, New York 

R I C H A V A B I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 
Attorney r efendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New JUL 0 3  2012 Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-4862-03 



L 

' TMc:CCCjpk) '' - 
3123/12 

EDWARD SADOWSKI 

INDEX NO, 
190215/11 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEJN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

FcFL E D dismissed with prejudice and with 

Dated: New York, New York 
F 4 U F  /L, t o / L  

I 
IGichael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4016-11 



FRANCES MALEY 

INDEX NO. 
190209/12 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KEEN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

E D dismissed with prejudice and wi 

Dated: Nepy York, New York 

Adam S. Dreksler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RICHARD W&ZtECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for e 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

Place 
rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-4019-12 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 126934/02 

JOSEPH MORGANO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6/13 ,2012 
New York, New York 

,-. 

F I L E D  
JUl 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S ~ F F I C E  4 
-0RK -- .J 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PA?%:$ 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh& kflein Heitler 



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

Index No.: 122202/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-.  

THOMAS O'CONNOR, 
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. F I L E D  *i 
* i f ;  

JUL 0 3  2012 New York, New York 1 

C W N ~  CLERK'S Cjf-FlCE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: 6 / 1 3  ,2012 

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 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERE 

Jim 152012 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 126686/02 

MARTIN S. ARONSON, 
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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. F I L E D  '\ 
- f  

JUL 0 3  2012 
Y 

a 

ERK'S OFF ICE 
NEW YORK 

\ \ , / I  

J e W L .  Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

JUN I 5 2012 



F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GREENE TWEED & CO., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against Defendant GREENE TWEED & CO., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

GREENE TWEED & CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

- 

Greene Tweed & Co. 
New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, New York 10022 

.- - 

SO ORDERED, 

[JUN 1.5 2012 



P 1 ai 11 ti ff( s) I 

-agai t is t- 

A. 0. SMI’I‘H WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et. al. 

Index ‘No,: 1901 34/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MO’I’ION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

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

Practice Law and Rules Scctions 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be suld the same are hereby dismissed) 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBKIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway 
New Yurk, New Yurk 10003 
(2 12) 458-5500 

enue, Siiitc 1100 
cw York 10022 



-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Index No.: 19001 1/12 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

[NC., Individually and lncorrectly 

sued as Successor to Butterworth Jetting Systems, Inc., (hereinafter "GARDNER DENVER'), 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in thc above-entitlcd 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 d i F s f  C h E u B T d  4 
- 

i 
1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NRNYORK 

without costs to either party. 

Datcd: New York NY 
JUL 0 3  20t2 

- w, 2012 

--- 

SEGAL McCAMERIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenuc, Suite 1 100 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York. New York 1001 7 

Ygrk, New York 10022 
5 1-7500 

SO ORDERED 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190109/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

BW/P, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 

aniel P. Blouin, Esy. Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMB 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDE 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100234/03 

BARTOLOMEO J. BARBUTO, 
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. 

F I L E D '  Dated: 6\13 ,2012 
New York, New York 

A L 0 3  2012 

Jenni r L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

~ 7- 

qg- 7 h 

* ; u IY 

&c"7ril* $0 v ,<*, I 

Frank O d f 3 s q .  * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P:"& 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

f 
1. % j.' 

NEW YORK 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDE 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100234/03 

RONALD E. HOEFT, 
Plaintifqs), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

JUL 0 3  2012 
WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAINebeHques ts  Summary 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice= 

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: L 113 ,2012 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 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 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 125965/02 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY, 
Plaintiffls), 

- 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 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 611 3 ,2012 
New York, New York 

fi. 

JU 0 3  2012 ;fO ,* 
r, **I, 

i I *  

d"+w+ ". J!: 
>;, I L 

I I *u" 
5r -  Ip W k "  CwdP 

* , I  ,\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Well-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100731/03 

MICHAEL CARLTN, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEFEFORE, 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: h 1 13 ,2012 FILED!' !  
Jut 0 3  2012 

Nevf'Yprk, New York 
p - 

L#d 
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-+ ;I 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEW YORK 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
Nqw York, NY 10022 



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

In Re: NEW YOFX CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 126685/02 

JOHN H. MCGINNIS, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: y 2012 

# *d 5 ' .  1: ' -$I&- 

*u-r &<. " 

-%\J 

"Y 

1"1 

$f * 

*-% % 3-+ft. h++t.  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 0 (212) 651-7500 
Y"' " 

SO ORDERED, m 
Hon. Sk i e m l e i n  Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105606/04 

ROBERT H. KILLIAN, 
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 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: LIl-3 ,2012 F I L E D :  4 1 ;3 

JUL 0 3  2012 
\ 

NTY CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

F I L E D '  ; 
4 1 '  

$ 
" b  JUL 0 3  2012 

7 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No.: 19033411 1 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, ct.al. 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CARDNER 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. 

Douglas Von Oiste6sq. 
Karst & Von Oiste, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Highway 249 Suitc 420 
Houston TX 77070 

Katrina El. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRlDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

N 1520121 ; 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

F I L E D ' ;  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and thcrc being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
(2 12)558-5500 k, New York 10022 

-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

JUL 0 3  2012. i 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 3 4 

NEW YORK 
Iokt. Index NO.: 190097/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&/ ,2012 

Benj n Darche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

S" 

SO ORDERED, 



1 
COUN i Y CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

LUIGI CIGLIANO and FURTUNATA CIGLIANO, 
Index No.: 190506/11 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- 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 Dcfendant 

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. 

-- 177”- Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY), LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
ew York, New York 10022 

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

12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 152012 



P1 ain ti ff( s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. al. 

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190081/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defcndant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

I 

Benjamin &&he, Esq. Arlene Gharabeigie, Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorncys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

(212) 558-5500 New York. New York 10022 \ I  

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. keitler 

.JUN 1 5  2012 



Plaintifls), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190094/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, Tjew York 

4 

JUL 0 3  2012 

Ted Eder, Esq. -1 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

Wekz & Luxenberg - 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 108806/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LOUIS KINSELLA, 
Plaintiqs), 

- 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 md  without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 619 ,2012 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. NY 10022 

500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 118438/03 
In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANGELA D’AMBROSIO, 
Plaintiffls), 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION 

Defendants. 

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

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

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 

to either party. 

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 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL F I L F D  X 

JUC 0 3  2012 ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 1 COUNlY CLERK'S OFHE 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190!$09/12 NEW -c 

FRANCES MALEY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

." 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

e------ 

Rgssario Chetta, Esq. - 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys , f . r  De fendont 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Adam Dreksler, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys. for Pluintgs 
Frunces Maley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JUN I 52012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

.. 

IN RE NEW YORKCITY N Y C A L  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY FERRARA AND EMILY FERRARA, Index No. 190308/11 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

AMERICAN BILlUTE, INC., et al., 
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO., 

Defendants. 

F I L E D  
JUL 03 2012 

3 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK x 

&&,.-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co., improperly sued herein as “Sears-Roebuck 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Sears, Roebuck and Co. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Derell Wilson, Esq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Fewaru, et ai, 

IS0 Braadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Sears, Roebuck and Co. 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
5/25/12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. T d c  s~ arbhereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 4 

JUL 0 3  2012 

'., .. 

- >  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-8752-02 

JUN 1 3  2012 



4 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY J. MIGNONE SR. 

INDEX NO. 
1 0 1 95 5/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-9 195-02 JUN 1 5  2012 



1 

L 

TMc:CCQpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-8639-02 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. MONAGHAN 

INDEX NO, 
114568/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E  
4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

Our File No 
S-9226-02 

SOL SHARGEL 

1 124444/02 & 103 1 85/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ESQ. 
Attorneys for P ink 
700Broadway r 
New York, NYI 10003 1 L E D Consolidated Edison Company of New 

York, Inc. 
Place 
rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED 

JUN 1 5  2012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
512 51 1 2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH TRIFARI 

INDEX NO. 
120622/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

Place 
rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8955-02 

JW 152012 



v 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-7260-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW Y O N  
_____________..___ "_----------"--...-.-------------"--...-.-------------- 

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY 

INDEX NO. 
107006/02 & 1 18004/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t&kco-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York 

q VL 'P 7 ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-75 13-02 

ALFRED E. SMITH 

INDEX NO. 
106964/02 & 1 136 16/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,<: . 
"Fr- 

- t  

\ +P 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RICHARDVABINECZ,  ESQ. 
Attorney fo efendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCGpk) 
5/25/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
__-__-..-...- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE STERN 

INDEX NO. 
107102/02 & 1191 11/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

, ' F I L E D  t ?  4 

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

rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7414-02 



t 

* 

TMc:CC('jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-92 18-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of N p Y p k  R, Inc. ews 
i 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
JUL 0 3  2012 

1 Dated: New York, New York \ n C H / L  COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

RICHA . BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

V 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE E. ALLEN 

INDEX NO. 
122052/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

V 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8929-02 



TMc:CCQpk) 
5/25/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YOFX _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _  "...._________________________-------------------------------"- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIDNEY L. BROWN 

INDEX NO. 
113731/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Our File No 
I S-838 1-02 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

York, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

JUN 1 5 2012 



,-. 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/25/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AGNES CESTARE 

INDEX NO, 
1 16052/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

F I L L U ;  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

ri. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. / w h y  I$ MiCann, Esq. 
R I C H A W B A B I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 
Attorney efendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 

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

- New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8879-02 



. '  

TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
___________..___________________________ "------------~"---------...~------ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN M. COSBEY 

124444/02 & 101 129/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
-New York, NY 10003-3598 

JUN 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-9220-02 



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

IN RE NEW YORR COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _______-------------_______________l__fl 

X ___________--_-------------------------- 

VINCENZO DI CARLO and LAURA DI CARLO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

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

Index No.: 1 0 / 1 9 0 1 8 8  
0 5 / 1 1 6 8 2 8  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDWENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants . 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  

above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

c ross  claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: B r o o k 1  n, New York 
Jl3 , 2012 

John J. Fan 
Cullen and 
Attorney fo Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
NATIONAL GR 700 Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York,  NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



*. 
d 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
51251 12 

Our File No 
S-7696-02 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILTON EARL CHERRY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

>>".> 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
5/25/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH COLON 

Our File No 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

OSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nqv York, New York 

" d .  *, 

- *I  '(" 

-4., Frank Ortiz, Esq. i i l  

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

'Timothy M. I@C&n, Esq. 
RICHARD V(E&:13tECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

S-8683-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/25/12 

Our File No 
S-6947-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "________________________...----------------------"-------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEONARD DARMSTEDTER 

JUL 0 3  2012 

- .- IN 
1 0964 1 /02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

. 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/31/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY A. BURTON JR. 

JUL 03 2012 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-4535-01 



TMc:CCQpk) 
5/24/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
___________r . .__________________________- - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - -  

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

123593/01 and 120431/01 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be I and the same are hereby 
'i 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost F I L E  j 
p' 
\ f U 1  0 3 2012 

Cclutv I Y CLER 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New Y&k, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7646-01 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/24/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARNOLD BENEDETTO 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  : dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
9 i  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7527-02 

JUN 1 5 2012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/31/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BENNE G.  TAFOYA 

INDEX NO. 
10294 1/0 1 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OR.DER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Compan p of , Ne Y E 1 ~ b : a n d  e same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JUL a 3  2012 
d 

* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dison Company of New 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-53 13-0 1 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/31/12 

111 

F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELMUT P. SIEMER 

coUNTY Li&bWS 
N E W Y M  L 

INDEX NO. 
10561 5/99 & 190242/09 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5677-99 JUN 1 5  201Z 



TMcCCCjpk) 
5/31/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
_-_____...... "._________________________------------------------------"- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK POLLOCK 

03 2012 

106440/01 & 100782/63--- -I 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

RICHARD $V. BABINECZ, ESQ. 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney fobefendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4497-0 I 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/31/12 

LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE 

JUL 0 3  2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4425-0 1 Jut4 152012 



TMc:CCapk) 
5/31/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT S. NOGAS 
I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
j ORDER 

._ "_________________~"-....--.....---~.-----------"------------------"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6 144-0 1 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/31/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES 

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

JUL 0 3  2012 

11 1672/00 & 108352/00 - 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7528-00 

JUN 1 5 2012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO 

5/31/12 

S U P E M E  COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Our File No 
S-4749-00 

JUL 0 3  2012 

WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S ~ ~ h ~ c ; ~  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "....________________________-......-"------------------------- 1 INDEX NQ. NEW YORK 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 100587/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NRw York. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New Y&k, NY 10003-3598 

SO 0R.DERED: 



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

-- 

F I L E D  
’. 

NYCAL JUL 0 3  2012 rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGA‘TION T.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

+- 

NEW YORK 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW KING 

Index No. 105608/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
A/), , 20  

‘l q-v 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Andrew King Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100402/03 

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

DOMINIC A. D'ANGELO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
6 / p J  ,2012 

I 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1777389 



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

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL CARLIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
G / , j  ,2012 

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

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

1777389 



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

JUL 0 3  2012 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part CLERKS 0~f;icpl 

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

Index No.: 100741/03 

FRANK CANALE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ y y _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - " ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

I 

f 

Hon. Sheriy Klein Heitler 

1777389 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PHILIPR.ANZALONEF 1 L E D i 1 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127 106/02 & 

107 1 00/02 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudickmd without costs. 

Frank OrtizrEsq. 

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

__ .̂ 

SO ORDERED, 

n 

M A R K S W L L ,  O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.93510 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 1 1  1642/03 & 
1089 1 9/04 

F 1 L E . h -  
'U 0 3  2012 

7 NO OPPOSITION 'OUNW CLERKS mcE 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

\ NEW YORK 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

\h 
> 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ua Adience, Inc. fIWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

29 

SO ORDERED 

JUN 152012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1589/03 

WALTER ALEXANDER 

? 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 'U 0 3  2012 

couknv cLFRK, MOTION AND ORDER 
E W Y O R F  

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience -fQ&&lI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f N a  BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
U 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

THOMAS F. CRAMER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) -=-ad 
Index No: 1 1  1626/03 & 

1 13709/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

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

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

File No.: 473.90915 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 12801 9/02 

F I L E D  
JUL 03 2012 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NFW \IQp.K 

COUNTY CLERK'S OWICE 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fk/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.9083 1 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

F I b -E-& 3 <$ X 
i L  

NYCflL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PAUL J. DELUCA and VIOLA DELUCA, Index No. ladg&g 
+ m K  

-V.- 

‘=-ad3 Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/K/A CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC. 

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

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Dakel Blouin, Esq.( 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint$& 
Puul J. DeLuca, et al. 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

- 
Eva S. Wage ,  Esq. ’ 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendunt 
Crown Boiler Co. 

Dated: JUN 1 52012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION - 
This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY G. CHESKA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 1 1 1642/03 & 

1 10259/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

+APJ-+ L, O’BFUEN 

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

MARKS, 0 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
NEIL BUGLIONE 

r 
F 

JUL 0 3  2012 

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

Index No: 1 1  1623/03 & 
1 18437/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.90841 

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: 

NEIL BUGLIONE 

JUL 03 2012 
r 
i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
e, ~ NEWYORK 

~ 

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

Index No: 1 11623/03 & 
1 18437/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

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

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



i 

r JUL 0 3  2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ''"NJ-Y CLERK'S 

\_ NEWYoRK 
- IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH E. BRUNS 

=a 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108355/00 & 

110330/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

++?$3- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, 0' EILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

File No,: 473.90840 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



X:cases~BWS6669Urn\LEGAL\SMH\NOSJM 
, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT, 
X ____--__1__-_1___---__I_________________--~-------------"----- 

Index No.: 190193112 

Plaintiff( s) 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FULTON BOILER WORKS, hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, FULTON BOILER WORKS, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, FULTON BOILER 

and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I 
New York, New Ymk Dated: 

25, 2012 CoUNn CLERKAS OFFICE 
--.. 

- - &--- _.__- ~ -- 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



X cas~4\k456670\lrn\LEGAL\SMH\NOSJM 
.-&UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT, Index No.: 190193/12 
X __--_r____ll__---"____l_____________l___-------~----------~--- 

Plaintiff( s) 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILER, hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, ECR INTERNATIONAL f/Wa 

UTICA BOILER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/aJJTICA BOILER be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without 1 L F \ Y  

JUL Q3 2012 Dated: New York, New York / 
April 25,2012 

- .____ L 
1 - 1 _ -  - .--- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ECR INTERNATIONAL fMa 
UTICA BOILER 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



. . 

JUL 0 3  2012 i CLB55701/legal/nosjnl/Seplernber 20 12 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 113473/04 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

. . - .- -. . - - - 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTicriian & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

York, New York 10006 
3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUAMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 113473/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEWFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

i: 1 5201t 



Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

ORDER - 
Index No. : 1 07 1 00/02 

NYCAL 
1 , A S  Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

W G K 3  
Barry Mc Tiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(23 2) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

.- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107848/07 

VICTOR TORlNO and MARY ANN TORINO NO OPPOSITION 
SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York > WEITZ Eric Jacobs, & LUXENBERG, Esq. PC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

the 

- 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Pluint! Allorney.s*jor De f i n d m  
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: JJN 1 5 2012 
A 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME couw- OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITlGATlON I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

index No. 127409/02NEw yoRK 
x 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BILLIE W. SELF 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New :;kJew York 
,2012 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys fbr Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Billie W: Serf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

rieirier 
W JUN 1 52012 



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

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

'THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 103872/03, 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
LUISA ROTOLO SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests sumnary 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 preju nd without 

; 

costs. P k E n  
Dated: :& , 2012 jUL 03  2012 

OLlhJTY 7 

~ ! 
New Yor ,New York 

CLEf7& (Jt k,cE YG YOFjK 
,* 

rt 'I 

, d 

*(e, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint8 
Luisa Rotolo Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

fiosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jbr Defindunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 



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

X 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104154/03, 126935102 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT E L A T E S  TO: 

CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS 
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. 

, 2012 
Dated: 

&ly%;r 
*J%& %* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PIaintif 
Charles Arthur Ross 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
er 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME coum OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I .  

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELAI'ES TO: Index No. 10351 1/03, 126681/02 

THOMAS O~CONNOR 
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 
~ . 3 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p F d i 8 e  k d  E o 9  ' 
costs. 

Dated: York 
JUL 03 2012 

NEW YORK 
,2012 C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFlCE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. /7G Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys+ for Pluintiff 
Thomas 0 'Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: 1 E  Ipl  .I 
d'dix I 



- I b, E ij-- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O €  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I f 

x JUL 0 3  2012 

IN RE NEW YORK CI'I'Y N@bbuNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 3NEW YORK 

( H a T : }  - 
> 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RE1,ATES 1'0: index No. 126935/02, 104146/03 

ALFRED O'CONNOR 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A { / / ,  ,2012 

-% :- osario Chetta, Esq. 

A { / / ,  ,2012 

i'. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Y- 

r 1 d l L n  U I l l L ,  csy. RWSW IU Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 5 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

Attorneysfir Plaintiff Attorneys for  Defendant 
AIfred O'Connor Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 New York, Ne rk 
(2 12) 558-5500 -0285 

: 10038 

P 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SheFKlein I-ieitler 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-X 

JOSEPH CARDACI AND CARMELA CARDACI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

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

F I L E D -  I 

NYCAL JUL 03 2012 1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
- 1  -. - 

IndexNo. 190138/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). 
x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/K/A CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC. 

(Ttowii Boiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 321 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff 5 complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New Yor , N 

JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS 8i ASSOCIA%\S, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39th Floor 
New York, New York I O  167 
Attorneysjbr Phinifls 
..Joseph Cmdaci, et ul. 
( 2  12) 668- I 122 

I ? / ! ! ”  
SO ORDERED, & on. herry ’11 Heitler 

MALARY & BRADLEY, TLC 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Ar1orney.s for Defindcinr 
Crown Boiler Co. 

,JUN 1 5 2012 
(2 12) 791 -0285 



.. . 

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

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL F I L E D 7  
x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitle;, J.) JUL 0 3  2012 

X r 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDRE KREKORA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEMFORE, 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 

defendant Elliott Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
// 2012 

v 

fl 
id&* J/1, 

Eva S. Wayne, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Elliott Company 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

KONIGSBERG, LLP 

800 Third Avenue, 1 3th Floor 
Nek York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 (2 12) 79 1 -0285 



SUPREME CO JRT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JEW r0RK 

X JU 0 3  2012 I 

X NEWYORK 

INRE NEW YOFX CITY NYCAk 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION CLERKS OmCE 

?d ANTHONY VIVONA and CATHERINE VIVONA, Index No. 190427/1 I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MALABY & B U D L E Y ,  LLC 

_..- 
c 

Matthew E. Endlich, Esq. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for De$ndant 
-Viking Pump, Inc. 

700 Broadway, 6‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint@s 
Anthony Vivona, et al. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDEED, Dated: JUN 7 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 10565443- & 100904-03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

-- . F 

CLERK'S (j; 1 ILL 

WHEREFOm, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby r e q u & m a &  

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintif is 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OILER WORKS 

(212) 558-550 



. . -. 

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

ROBERT CASTORINA and ANNETTE 
CASTORINA, 

X ----__--__________--________11__1_______-------------------------------- 

Index No.: 123077/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintzfs, MOTION AND ORDER 

qgainst- 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 
% 

F I L E D  
P 
2 

By: 
ALB ARDIER, ESQ. I -2 - 

YVIEITZ 6r LTJXENBERC, P. c. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
ROBERT CASTORINA and 
ANNETTE CASTOR1 
700 Broadway 

AX aC MOUKE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
FUL'I-ON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

New York, New York 00 
?'el.: (212) 558 - 5500 43345 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 1 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

P --I 
NYCAL 
I.A.S.Part30 F , 

P 
k 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS her 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practic 
-r 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

d H a l b a r c i i e r ,  Esq. .. - .- __ . 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10006 m :1:2;;*= 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDER 

3UN 1 5 2012 



. . . . . . . . , . . . . -_ . . .. , . ... ., . ., l"lrl .. . , .  . .. .. . . . 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 1626/03 & 
12 15 18/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai., 
I.A.S. Part 34) 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32.1 2, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

3UL 0 3  2012 

Index 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

i prejudice and without costs. 

. MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
W' 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 0006 

SO ORDER 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 1 1778-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

'4 
WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants PULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

_ _  _-  - -. - 

. Halbardier, Esq. 
& MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 . / 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

12) 313-3600 

SO ORDE 

JUN 152012 



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

X 
CHRISTOPHER TANSOSCH and GEORGIANA 
TANSOSCH, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

___-----ccI_--___-_I_-1-------------I---~----"---------------"---------"-- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Plaintiff@), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 19038ZlO 

WHEREFORE, defendants 84 LUMBER COMPANY. hereby request summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' camplaint against.defendants 84 LUMBER COMPANY. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants 84 LUMBER COMPANY., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. A 

n /& FI- - u  L € n  

-_ 
---Rtorneys for 84 LUMB'ER COMPANY 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

546 

JUN 152012 



Plaintifqs), 

-against- 

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

I e10 S Q W  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105654lO3 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WKEREFO?2E, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no ,opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

. -  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, I 
Barry McTiernan 
2 Rector Street, 
New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 JUL I33 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS 01 
NEW YORK 

" - ~ 



-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successar-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

Index No,: 1901 17-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 30 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, NC. 

without prejudice, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, 1NC be and the same are heybyqsrnissed 
. I I' without prejudice and without costs, 

PA* BURSHTYN, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,-P. c. 
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs 
LEROY G. MITCHELL and 
FREDA MITCHELL 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

BARRY, MCTIEWAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant(s) 
CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14p Flo 
New York, New 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 600 @Or L 
Ow File No.: CLB56562 

SO ORDERED, 



1 JUL 03 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOYICE MARIE GROVES, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of LEIGHTON DENBY 
GROVES SR., NO OPPOSITION 

' COUNTY CLERKS Wi-FICE 

X NEW YORK 
I n d h . :  190431-10 

__II____________----__lr________r_____r_--------------_------------ 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffr(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- NYCAL 
1, A. $. Part 30 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defeiidant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with _- --< 

prejudice and without costs. 

By: 
FLUITT, ESQ. PA% BURSHTYN, ESQ. SHAWK&W.~A. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs 
JOYICE MARE GROVES, 
Individually and as Administratrix for 

700 Broadway 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant(s) 
CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New Yark, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: CLB56841 

JUN I 52012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

4 JUL 03 2012 
j 

1 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
r 

Index &r;. -1 12 1 !%E Y@RK 
107 169/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

,-New York 10006 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 1280 19-02 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND- 

105959-03 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

F I L E  ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway b\\// 2 FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor fl 
(212) 558-5500 %'TO006 

SO ORDERED, 



X:cases\KCC56522UrnUGAL\SMHWOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID SPITZ as Administrator for the Estate of 
IRVING SPITZ, 

X ____II__________________ll_t_r__________--------------~~------ 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C & S. INC. et al, 

Index No.: 106266/02 

NO OPPOSlTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KIMBERLY -CLARK CORPORATIO 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, KIMBERLY-CLARK 

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

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

defendant KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A-prlHY, 2012 
P@-i i-l 

- = + 3 4 - -  Suzann . Halbardier, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Barry, McTiernan & Moore 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kimberly-Clark Corporation 
2 Rector Street, Mth floor 

”” ’I a- 
New York, NY 10003 - 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, NY 10006 

) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. M y  Klein-Heitler 



OE 

7%' €0/99800T 

HUMS *O'V 

c 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100862/03 & 110194/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'I, ssa , 
L l  n fl-...acs: V I  ccr p~aill;i~j*h 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

I New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 110088/99 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 5 /\4\ \ 3- 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New Yark 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

and 



FBW36579/legal/nosjdnovember 201 I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r______r__l__lr_l_-_r_____r_____lr_____------------------------- X 
JAMES G. COSTELLO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 1 10088/99 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 

i- 
(1 

JUL 03 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

-- - ,- 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., TNC. 

Index No.: 107457102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER + 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

I .---.,-&&id 

WHEREFORE, defendants FUL'TON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

=bar dier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 3/%/ I 3- 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, New York 10006 

BARRY-CTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER -. -. - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., ET AL I.A.S. Part 30 

-- 
WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL FIWA UTICA BOILERS hereby request 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A UTICA 

BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ECR INTERNATIONAL F/K/A UTICA BOILERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ERNATIONAL F/K/A 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

w York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



.. . 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 108806/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

P ------_ 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS here 
- -  

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

§32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, Suz&M. Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. B A R R ~ C T I E R N A N  MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway bl FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, Kew York 1000 

Attorneys for Defendant 

p Rector Street, 14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 , New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrywn-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JANET GOGEL, as executrix of the estate of 
WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL deceased, and 
CATHERINE JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 
individually 

Plaintiff(s), 
i DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM 

VS. POWELL COMPANY’S NO 
OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell 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 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: 

BY: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Sth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
212-68 1-1 575 

/- 

BY: 

The William Powell Company 
5 Perm Plaza, 191h Floor 
New York, New York 10001 
212-425-5005 



------- 'I- 

i ,FILED' x5 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORTS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I f I 

vs * 

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
d . 9  

Defendants( s). 

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 32 12, 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. 

Matthew H. M l l e r ,  Esq. 
.L.P. Clemente Mueller, P.A. F dntiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

546 5' Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
2 12-68 1 - 1575 

The Wiiliam Powell Company 
5 Pew Plaza, 19fh Floor 
New York, New York 10001 



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

IN RE: NZW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

1MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience M a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.90005 

SO ORDERED 

'JUN 1 52012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT JUL 0 3  2012 

COI lNTY CY r MOTION AND ORDER 

W H E R E F O e e f e n d a n t  Adience f-I, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

NEW YORK 1 

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

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

prejudice q d  without costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

i '31 

* <  

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

F E b ' ti Index No: 108209/03 
JOSEPH WARSZNITER 

JUL 03 2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

K MOTION AND ORDER 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI , Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

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

--------e-.. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

301 
3.901 28 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

BEVERLY M. WEBSTER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

JUL 03 2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f & ' a d ,  Inc., hereby request summary 

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
HK 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'N L, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

vein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JUL 03 2012 4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
t 

m '- 
E N F W K  

.- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 110509/03 & 

100864/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa 

Adience, Inc. flwa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

fl James M kelly 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 OS23 - / (914) 345-7301 



7 104-283 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 1957534 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 
I MARION L. SMITH, as Executrix for the I NYCAL 

Estate of WILLIAM J. SMITH, and MARION ; INDEX NO. 124120-01 
L. SMITH and ESTHER A. McKOWN, AS 
Co-Executrix for the Estate of LUELLA I. 
SMITH 

I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Piainti!s I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

-against- 

I 
I 
I _ -  

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

7.2 \ \3 \ \  h 

By: 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
700 Broadway 350 Fifth Avenue, Floor 
New York, NY 10003 I- NewYork,NY 10118 
2 12-5 58-5 SO0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

2 12-268-5 136 4 . T  

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Lnc. 

Dated: New York, New York 

JUN 152012 

SO ORDERED: & Dtd: 
HONORABLE SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER, J.S.C. 



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

(914) 345-7301 
e No.: 473.90098 

-. -- 

SO ORDERED, 

i - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) JOHN H. WINGEN 
Index No: 100855/03 F ~ C , E D  J I 

4 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JU 0 3  2012 

CLERK'S OFFICF MOTION AND ORDER 
N t W  YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience-TWB BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice F d  without costs. 

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

n - 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FREDERICK R. YOUNG I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 l8095/03 & F 1 1- E D ; 4 > 7  10086 1/03 c 
' NOOPPOSITION 3 

C o U ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ R ~ s n c  p. 7 MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

' U L  0 3  2012 

I .  NkWYORK .=, 
WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa4&& Inc., improperly named as Premier 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90099 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
JcIlv 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates7 NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100866/03 

ROSEMARY B. YOUN F I L E n -  
JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE NO OPPOSITION 
$- NEWYORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, lnc. flWa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

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

File No.: 473.90100 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

jl I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) - - -  - 
HENRY BERGQUIST 

F 1 E D IndexNo: 111235/01& 
1 1 8298/0 1 

JUL 03 2012 
' NO OPPOSITION 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! 

E NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. * James M. Sk y , Es . 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, 0- O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90836 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127704102 & 

ROY F. BOGGS 

120709/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 

prejudice gd.>without costs. 

2 

I I 

Frank O r t i z , W  

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

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

n 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90837 

SO ORDERED, 'F ILED 
JUL 03 2012 + 

f COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 
1 

-- 
NEW YORK 

u- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 190389/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

028.92419 

r---.- 
SO ORDERED, i i  r F I L E D  

E 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EUGENE E. BOLES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1642/03 & 
1 16099/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

costs. ~~ 

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

improperly named as Premier Refractories, ' -  

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

File No.: 473.90838 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: . NYCAL 
EDWARD G. BARBERA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1622/03 

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

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

j j -  

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



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

F I L E D  CHAMP ROBERTS 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Rela-ks to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 10073 1/03 

JUL 03 2012 
I NO OPPOSITION c" cERK's OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

m V Y W  MOTION AND ORDER 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

--, 

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

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

File No.: 473.90000 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROBERT A. LOWE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.> 
Index No: 100862/03 & F I L ED-’ ! 1 1 0 1 94/04 

JUL 03 2012 
NO OPPOSITION 

COUNm CLERKS OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
NEW YORK MOTION AND OlU)ER -., . 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

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

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



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

- - X  ___________________f____________l___l_ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_____________l__f______l__l_____________ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
X 

ANNA M. REILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix f o r  the Estate of ANTHONY 
JOHN REILLER, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

Index No.: 01/106642 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross  claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
JUL 0 3  2012 

Dated: 

177 Montague Street New Y o r k ,  NY 10003 
Brooklyn,  NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



a ' .  & 

DOLORES CLEMONS, as  Administratrix for the 
E s t a t e  of MORRIS CLEMONS, and DOLORES 
CLEMONS, Individually, 

Plaintiff (3) , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

k JUL 0 3  to98 

-+-- 

Index No.: 02 /102423  
99/116634 
9 8 / 1 1 1 0 6 1  
97 /113279  
97/103612 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t ,  NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a  NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to C i v i l  Practice Law and R u l e s  5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's compla in t  against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there b e i n g  no opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de ' fendants ,  all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brook1 n, New York  
LYt1 , 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

ENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York ,  NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

n 
JW 152012, 

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: 

X ---flll-_______-f-___--_-ffl-------_-t-l 

X ------_--------x_________I______________ 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT (dec. 1 , 
P l a i n t i f f  ( s )  , 

- a g a i n s t -  

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d / b / a  
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Par t  30 
(Hei t le r ,  J. ) 

Index  No.: 00 /125134  
99/103939 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY SUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t ,  NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), hereby  r e q u e s t s  summary judgment i n  t h e  above- 

e n t i t l e d  case, p u r s u a n t  t o  C i v i l  Prac t ice  Law and Rules  § 3212,  

d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f ' s  compla in t  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  NATIONAL G R I D  w i t h  

p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  b e i n g  no o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon n o t i c e  t o  a l l  co -de fendan t s ,  a l l  claims and 

c r o s s  c l a i m s  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  NATIONAL G R I D  b e  and  t h e  same are  

h e r e b y  d i s m i s s e d  w i t h  p r e j u d i c e  and w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

Dated:  Brooklyn,  New Y o r k  
h / r 3  , 2012 

n. 

A / '  
C u l l e n  and 

GFfNERATION LLC 

Brooklyn,  NY 1 1 2 0 1  
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

Frank M .  Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadwav 



This document relates to: 

JOHN J. KEOUGH (DEC.) 
F I L E D ?  

JUL 0 3  2012 
Plaintiff, 

f COUNTY CLERK'S O F H a  
-against- NEWYORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOKER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 106693/2002 
1 15009/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KJlELER-DORR- 

F&YEREFQRE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

1 p& Jd .>cy /y 
L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JUN 152012 



ED GOICHMAN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X lr______*r_______________r_______f______-~"~------~"~-------~~~~~----- 

W H E U F U M ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 JuL 2M2 50s Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

COMPANY 

sey" SO ORDERED 





I 

,,. , 

, 

, .  

This document relates to: 

: PWFW RAYMOND A. THOMPSON 

f L  
JUL 0 3  2012 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
F c COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER I;aiEER S E E E K e t  al: 

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

Index No.: 108723100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY . ' 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR43LIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests ' . ..:'.'.' ' . . . 
, .  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,.pursuanf to Civil Practice Law and Rules.Section 3212,:':5 : I .  

' 
1 

dismissing . pla'intiffs T complaint against' defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ' ' - . .  , 

I with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. '.. ! " 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOJLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- -..:-: I **13 " 

.O T*F.z& .zri-' e*.- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' . ' t ~ > ~  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CUMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway hYfELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



-against- 
1 MOTIONAND 

. DEFENDANT 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFHCE I ORDER AS TO 

NEW YORK 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORIC-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

h2?ELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



GERALD J. D'AMORE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

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

Index No.: 1 16672/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLrVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 e Llein- eitler 

F I L E D  
JUL 03 2012 

COUIVY CLERK'S OFF !GE 
NEW YORK Attorneys MARIN G O O ~ n ~ ~ ~ t L f j .  for 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DO -OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR- KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. COMPANY 
______lll_llf_--_-___------------------I--l"-------------------------- " 'y', 1 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests J J ' '  

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

1 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
4h0/1a 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1 151 



DENIS A. DONAHUE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

JUL 0 3  2012 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102421102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

. OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

I !  WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rehuests ' ' 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

Honorable ShedKlein-Heitler 



EDWARD SADOWSKI Index No.: 190215/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ped6 f l ,  &/L 

a 
Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
3 2  981-4501 Ext. 21 



7104-165(11) 
SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as ~xecutrix f0;r the ~ a k  of 
Robert F. Lewandoslu, and GRACE LEWANDOSKI, 
Individually 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plainayfs 

-against- 

A.C. and S., hc., et al. 
Defendants 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

M C A L  
INDEX NO. 10516602 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Motion Conkol, 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 Yak, New York 

I L 

A 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC E D 350 Fiflh Avenue, 59" Floor 
New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
2 1 2-268-5 1 3 6 JUL 03 2012 212-558-5500 

Attorneys for Plainti# 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. CLERKIS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
- -=-. Dated: New York, New YO 

1720625-1 .DOC 



7104-204 (11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

JUL Q 3  2012 
r 

I COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I - NYCAL 
I INDEX NO.: 123225-01 

I 

NEW YORK GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for the 
Estate of BRUCE D. SNEED I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff 

I 
I 
I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

A.C.and S,, INC., et al. 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defindafits .- 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintifls complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Jvw (3  QOt'it.. 

By: 
-Esq. htr.&Utcl &"*' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Russell A. Pepe, Esq. 
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 5gff' Floor 

By: L & = 
2 12-558-5500 212-268-5 136 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

Dated New York, New York 

1720615-1 .DOC 



JUL 0 3  2012 
7104-599(11) 
SUPREME COURT QF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

I 
I 

INDEX NO. 123275-01 
RICHARD J. DIET2 and 
C A T H E W  DETZ 

Plaintiffs 
-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al. 
Defendants 

I 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION 
I AND ORDER I 

I 
I 
I 

. _. 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests s u m m v  judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plainhffs 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 

700 Broadway 
New Ymk, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
HONORABLE $€€Em 

0 HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fi% Avenue, 59'h Floor 
NewYmk,NY 10118 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

212-268-5 136 

1721233-1 .DOC 



. . . . - 

7104-336 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
I 
1 
I 
I 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD and MARY 
RICKARD I 

I 

Plaint@s I I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AM, ORDER 

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

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 

rnarter, 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 

c)uvle \5,26\L . 

By: 
J 

By: .k asq. f ” c h 5 /  F-Ip 
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59’ Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 2 12-268-5 1 3 6 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

195s 13s 



7104-392 (1 1 )  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

JUL 8 3  2012 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN A. CAMBONI 

CLEFKYX@KE ' Iwxm 123131/01 I 
I 
I -x_ 

Plaintvfs I 
I 
I 

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

A,C. and S. ,  INC., et al. I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendants 

- _. 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 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 Yo&, New York r \ 

B By: 
Russell A. Pepe, Esq, 
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59" Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 212-268-5 136 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

1955200 



7 104-328( 1 1) 
SuPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PAT IACOBELLI and LENA IACOBELLI 

Plaintiffs 
-against- 

A.C. and S., hc., et al. 
Defendants 

NYCAL 
INDEX NO: 120431-01 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 12357601 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION 
I AND ORDER I 

I 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Conk01 Industries, hc. ,  as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

B 

New Yak, -NY lOOG3 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attmeys for Defendant, 
2 12-558-5500 

~ 'OUN 1 y CLERK'S OFFICE 7 ~ Motion Control Industries, Inc. 
ki.- NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New Ymk - '  

1720597-1.DOC 



This document relates to: 

JERRY THOMPSON 

NYCAL 

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

Index No(s). : 1 1 1642-03 
1 10245-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumr, Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Wtitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Er~adway Pneumo Abex ELC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys fox Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, Ch Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

n 

R 1  * *  'N I 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

"Ail zz, Z O l Z  JUL 03 2012 

5?@4 _. 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

PATRICK LEIGHTON Index No.: 190085-09 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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



' C  s u- c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_""_______r_______-_____I_______________-------------"----------"------ X 
MELBA OVALLE, as personal representative of 
the Estate of ADA IRIS OVALLE, 

Index No.: 11 2085105 

Plaintiff , 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al 

WMREFORE, defendant, ROSENTHAL JEWELERS SUPPLY CORP., requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law s3212, 

dismissing the plaintiffs complaint as against defendant, Rosenthal Jewelers Supply Corp., 

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

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

against defendant, Rosenthal Jewelers Supply Corp., and the same are h&y dismissed -- 
~ L E D ' :  with prejudic 

4 

Dated: O%L u3 2012 

ERS SUPPLY CORP. 
New York, New York I001 7 

(212) 681-1575 

37'h Floor 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHERF,FORF,, Defendant BWm], Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all d cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York JL\L 0 3  

s Yerguson Esq. Lindsey ' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 2 8 zM2 



1 

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

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

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

against Defendant Alfa Laval be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D  Dated: New York 

JUL 0 3 2012 

LONDON F I S W B R U g  

59 Maiden Lane, 41" Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
Tel No.: (212) 972-1000 

So Mered: 

I I (NO169137 I ]  



I, - , 
k J 

- 4 '  
I 

Plaintiffs, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing the plaintiffs7 Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
tfyNc c9, a013 

Dated: New York, &w York ~ 

- --.. 
& Lux&berg, P.C. '7" Marsh41 Conway & Bradley, P.C. 

Attorneys fui. Defendant Siant/Tin Corp. 
45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10006 

F E D  F ttorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

JUL 03 2012 (212) 619-4444 



95-1 2nMC 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION & ORDER MARTIN SCHMIDT and 

HILDEGARD SCHMIDT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ROLLS-ROYCE CORPORATION (s/h/a individually 
and incorrectly as the successor to Allison Engines), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against ' ROLLS-ROYCE 
CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
.dubw#r , 2012  

, r w g  21  

FREEHILL, HOGAN & MAHAR LLP 

New York, NY 10005 
(21 2) 425-1 900 

JUN 2 8 2012 

SO ORDFRED: 
Hon, 

382073.1 



- -- 

I E D  4 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK: 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 

F 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PATRICIA COACH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. et al., 

Defendants. 

STIPULATION AND ORDER OF 
DISCONTINUANCE WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED in the above entitled action that the claims of 

plaintiff PATRICIA COACH, against defendant ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY, improperly plead 

as Weir-Valves & Controls USA, Inc, (D/B/A ATWOOD & MORRILL CO,), be and are hereby 

dismissed without prejudice to the aforesaid plaintiffs right to file a later suit against this defendant, and 

without costs against either party, in accordance with the conditions set forth herein. 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA SHKOLNIK 
& ASSOCIATES, LLP. 
Attornevs for Plaintiff Patricia Coach 

McGIVNEY SipKLUGER, P.C. 

(N0144473-1) 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................. - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL m U W C & f ? K ' $ o m  I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 3& N E W Y r n  
(Heitler, S.) 

IndexNo.: 190410/10 

GEORGE D. DEVINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
b/!?' ,2012 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
Wilentz, Goldman & S itzer, P.A. 
110 William Street, 26 Floor 
New York, New York 10038-3927 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I78 1853 



Index No.: 100738/03 

FUCHARD W. AMTHOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
__.___.________________________r________.....---.-.----~---. ~ ~ " - ~ ~ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
6/13 ' ,2012 

,Vr k 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1777389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

BARTOLOMEO J. BARBUTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_.________________________________c_____----------------..-..~------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
6/13 ' ,2012 

". 

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

e 
H e l k  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York \lo005 

1111389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  i 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
JUL 0 3  2012 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ".......~....~---~~~~---------------~.--------"-------- 

NYCAL mlJNn CLERK'S OFFICE ' 
part NWYMK ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100725/03 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  " __ . . . . . . ___~~~~~~~~~~~~~~- - - - - - - - - -~~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE F. BLAND0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e l  .fi'k, New Y ork 
,2012 

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

1 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I777389 



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

DOMENICK CALL0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
6IJ-3 ,2012 

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

..- 

F I L E D ~  
4 

3 JUL 0 3  201t 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1777389 



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

Index No.: 103496-03; 12668 1-02; 
103689-06 

FlRANK J. STILA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
- - 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne;,y, New York 
,2012 

p s i  V o z q u f q 3 e -  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  * i  i 
JJL 0 3  2012 1 

1 

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

1757389 



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

7Wbroadway / 
New York, NY 10003 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
G I \  ' ,2012 

7 

FILED:  p 
x 

JUL 0 3  2012 li 
COUNTY CLERK'S 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

1757389 



-c . 

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

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "____"__~.-.----"---~~..-......------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 1 10088/99 

________________________________________---------------------......- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES COSTELLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismisse&ith, 

I .  

F I L E D ,  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 -  I ,2012 

New York, New York 10003 

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 1 

-2d 

w 
1 -  

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

SO ORDERED, 

1773036 
JUN II 52012 



MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD C. 
CRAWFORD, and MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, : 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

I 4 

Index No. 1 1 1779-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

F I L E  

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 \ 7 ,2012 

A 

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

SO ORDERED, 

U Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



This Documents Relates to: 

FRANK JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as Spouse 
of KATHLEEN JANITS, and KATHLEEN JANITS, 
Individually and Derivatively as Spouse of FRANK 
JANITS SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

INDEX NO: 1900084/12 

NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 
vs . 

JUL 0 3  2012 ?I 
ALLIED BUILDING PRODUCTS COW., ET AL. 

COUNTY CLERKS OmCE 
NEWYORK 

Defendants. 
_1________________________r_____________----------------------*--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Allied Building Products Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Allied Building Products Corp., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant, Allied Building Products Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. .  .- -^ - - 
Dated: New s^drkiNeWYorF--- 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Defendant, Allied Building 
Products Corp. 

way, Suite 16 10 
, New York 10007 

JUN 152012 
SO ORDERED, 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
PHYLLIS ALBERT I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

*Index No: 11 1591/03 
F ~r lm E D I *':I 

I 3 
' " L  0 3  2012 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a B M I , - m  improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. n 

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

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

File No.: 473.90826 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1  1590/03 

HENRY W. BERNOTH 

F / L E D- 
NO OPPOSITION 

J’L 0 3  2012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
‘OUND C1 F- MOTION AND ORDER \ NEWYoRK E 

WHEREFORE, defendant dience fMa a., improperly named as Premier 

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

JamesM kell E t MARKS, & COURTNEY, 0’ P.C. L, O’BRIEN 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ww BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90835 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
VICTOR BERGMAN 

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

? 7 IndexNo: 111644/03 
1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f& Inc., improperly named as Premier 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

JamesM elly Esq. u & COURTNEY, ILL, P.C. O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90834 

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

P.C. 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, ,JUN 152012 



-against- Index No.: 106583/00 

A.C & 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 
3- Y ,2012 

/ 
By: Thohas T B o y l i ,  Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 

By: Evan f,. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 

F: 2 12-980-9889 T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 
I 

01 126153.DOCX } 655112~  



"against- 

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

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, 

JUL 0 3  2012 
! Defendant(s). : 

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 
3- lY ,2012 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

-7----z/L 
BY: yhomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 

0 ORDERED: S 

ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF( S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 2 12-980-0404 
F: 2 12-980-9889 

DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 2 12-593-6970 

01 126029.DOC } (00926698.DOC I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-..<< rCr, - - -<- - -  .......... - r r r r r , c c -  *-..........rrrrr --,,,,,-- ..-............<.. - - - r r c ,  *---x 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 
,,-,- c........rrrrrrr --,,-+*.. ..C......rrrrrrrr ,,,- *-..<....r..rrrrrrr -,,,,,, <--------x 
This Document Relates To: 

Clifford W. Hyde, Sr. : Index No, 1143 19#03 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT 
: MOTIONAND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ford Motor Co. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Ford Motor Co. hereby with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Ford Motor Co. hereby be and thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without: costs. 

Dated: New York, Ncw York 
June 14,2012 

Aaronson Rappaport Feinsrcin 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

& 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



F I L E D '  1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

* . G /  

JAMES W. MC DONALD JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

I l f  

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

e 
gel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
I 

1777389 



... . .- . .- 

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

ALBERT V. MONROE I1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York (y 3 ,2012 

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

3 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I777389 



GIN0 PICISTRELLI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4/13 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1777389 



MAWAN), LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST a 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORKYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po Box 4w 
N F I W B R W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUTE M2 
MMMONTON, NJ 

mi WTEY’S MLL RD 

This Document Relates to: 

REGGIE FRAZIER and JENNIE FRAZIER 

against 

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

’ I  

k”* +“a= 4- 

INDEX NO.: 190181/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1.A.S. Ph@&JNTy CLERK’S OFFICE 
(Heitler,Q.) NEW YORK 

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 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 againsi 

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

DATED: New York, New York 
~ J q 2 o l L  

HOAELAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Reggie Frarier 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXhBERd, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



* 

HOROLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PQ BOX 460 
NFVVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

40 PATERSON ST 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F I L E D :  

JUL 0 3  2012 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I . A S .  Part XOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
NEW YORK ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON (Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-100087 

WAYNE SEAMAN AND ETHEL SEAMAN 

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 tht 

above-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 agains 

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

DATED:~l\F&lew York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
lttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
rlew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Wayne Seaman and Ethel Seaman 

New York, New York 10003 



F I L E D  1 

JOSEPH POSSTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ""-.--..-... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N;7,7k, New York 

1 ,2012 
'I 

.i 

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

7 

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

1777389 



FILED”! 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

3UL 0 3  2M2 t 

NYCAL COUNTY 
N I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 105932/03; 128019/02 

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

JAMES E. mMINGTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Dated: New York New York 
6/13 ’ ,2012 

Hei& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
MkElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24” Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1777389 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DAVID DAVIDSON 

A i  

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF)= 
NYCAL $; NEWYORK 
I.A.S. Part 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 127888/02; 102362/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFOREy defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6/13 ,2012 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1117389 



. . . .. --- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK lUL 0 3  2012 * 4  

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "___.........-......~.-.-~-------------------"-------------" 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL mm CLERK'S 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 N N Y O R K  

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 1 8 1 36/98 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "~-----........---------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD DEVITA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
dl.3 ' ,2012 

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

Y 

Heleb'Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1777389 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
CII 3 ,2012 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefen-Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1777389 'JUN 152012 



John D. Walker and Catherine McLean Walker, Index No.: 12-190163 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Cop, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, New York F I L E D  
P p b  ,2012 JUL 0 3  2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 101 67 I 

ME1 13568772v.l 



Roberi Spina, 

PI ai n t i ff( s ), 
-Against- 

3M Company, et ai., 
Defendant( SI, 

------a 
Index No.: 11-190322 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defcndant Velan Valve Carp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abuvc-cntitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 32 12, dismissing 

plainti'rr's compiainl against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prej dice, and there being no 

opposition thcretu; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all ciaims and cross claims against 

dcfendant Velm Valve Corp. bc and the samc me htrcby dismisscd with prejudice and without 

casts. 

> , /  q .  

,A&(G4Yrt(,( ,kk. I', >A"& & 1 
i t  Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Aliorncys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Carp. 
245 Park Avenuc, 27lh Floor 
Ncw York, New Yo& 10167 

hltorncys i'or PlaintiIT 
800 Third Ave, t 1lh Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
21 2.605.6267 

~ .- 
.6800 

S O  ORDERED, 

ME1 1289586Yv.l 

JUN 1 52012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New Yark, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E  
4 

4 JUL 0 3  2012 
NYCAL 7 
I.A.S. part SipUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
(Heitler, &,&. NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102892/03; 100741/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

SO ORDERED, 

UN 1UO12 

1777389 



F I L E D -  * *  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 

4 IUL 0 3  2012 
-_.....--..._..._r__--.---------------------------------------....-. 7 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 NEW YORK 4 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100229/03 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ -  "---.-...-.-..---....------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

ROBERT M. HILL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6//3 ,2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D 4  i, 4 

JUL 03 2012 B NYCAL 

RONALD E. HOEFT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
c/13 ' ,2012 

, ". ' I  *. .* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1177389 



PEGGY LEWTER, Individually and as Executrix : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
of the Estate of CHARLES LEWTER, JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 123674/02 

-against- 

ACF INDUSTRIES INC,, ET AL., 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and- Rule; 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 agains 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudici 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

J L 4 - L  14 ,2012 

By: Thomas x. goyfe, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 
5 1 5 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.- 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN 1 52014 
(01 127846.DOCX 1 



ORESTE PAONE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No.: 124921/02 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- 
P 

F I L E D  A J PEGNO CONSTRUCTION CO,, ET AL., 
A $  

< JUL a 3  2012 4 
1 

LERKS OFFW i 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR C O # A ! ' N & ~ ~ e c p e s t  summa 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudici 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a Iy ,2012 

claims and cross-claims again, 
hereby dismissed with prejudic 

- / 

By: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 6 

F: 212-980-9889 T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(01 127869.DOCX } 



KEVIN MCCABE, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SU-Y 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No.: 109327/03 
Plaintiff(s), : 

ACF INDUSTRIES INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summar 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudicc 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again: 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2012 

By: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C, DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 2 12-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN gi 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 6 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER 

(01 127859.DOCX } 



AC & S, INC. ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summarj 
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 agains 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 
and without costs. 

/ 

Dated: New York, New York 

------- 
By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

>E ;Tu/& 1 

By: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
Law Offices of John C .  Dearie & Associates 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 6 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 2 12-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(01124865.DOCX } 6551 12v 



-against- 

1 

Co"NmCLF K S  FI uest 7 summary 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMP&W?!&$ 

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, 

Index No.: 125247102 

By: Thdmas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARTE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

c 

T: 212-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

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 
J-4-4 ry ,2012 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

6551 12v (01 141208.DOCX } 



-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., ET AL., 

Index No.: 106583/00 

Defendant( s). : 

WHEREFOW, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests 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 e syy, 19, ,2012 

BY: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C .  DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLA 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York. New York lOOdh! 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
,4ARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 62 , 

RD MOTOR COMPANY 
*FF& 

600 Third Avenue 
T: 212-980-0404 t YNew York, New York 10016 
F: 212-980-9889 CoUN'Y CL-ERKS T: 212-593-6700 

F: 212-593-6970 NEW YORK L. 
n 

SO ORDERED: 

I (00927255,DQC } (00890975 I 



j -t" .d 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __-____1_1__1__1_1_-----------------------------------------"------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __-____________________I________________---------"----"------------ 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN VALENCIA, ET AL., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JYDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 106583/00 
.-. 

A. C. & S. INC., ET AL., F I L E D  
* '  

JUL 0 3  2012 Defendant(s). : 
x *  ---r__l__l_l__r"lrl_____________________----------------------~---- 

i 1 
WHEIREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR C b ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  summar] 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 'Practice Law an des  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 agains 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

3 By: Evan . Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

n-4(G ly  ,2012 

By: Thomds A, Boyx, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF@) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 21 2-980-0404 

600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

F: 212-980-9889 T: 2 12-593-6700 
2 12-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

6551 12v 
:JUN 152012 

{ 0 1 1261 8O.DOCX } 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ET AL., .;; 
d JUL 0 3  2012 

3 Defendant(s), : 
X COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ; __________-________________I____________-------------"------------- 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summarl 

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 agains 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudict 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A n T I n c  l Y  ,2012 

By: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C .  

L d L  
By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 T: 212-593-6700 

F: 212-593-6970 n. 

SO ORDEED: 

UUN 152012 
655112~ 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC,, ET AL., 

Index No.: 106583/00 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEFUCFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests sumrnq 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212: 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice: 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A 
, l w K  I"c? ,2012 

-77IdH 
BY: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 2 12-980-0404 
F: 

so 

2 12-980-9889 

ORDERED: - 
HON. 

By: Evan'L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York. New York 100 16 
T: 2 12-593-6700 rl 9 1  

~ : 2 1 2 - 5 9 3 - P 0 1  L E D ' \ 1 

COUNTY CLEF-IKS OFflCE 
NEW YOKK 

(01 126166,DOC } (00926698.130C 



-against- Index No.: 106583/00 

A. C. & S. OK., ET AL., 

Defendant($). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests 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 

I -  1 By: Evan L. rowne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 6 

3ync 17 , ,2012 

BY: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF( S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 2 12-980-0404 
F: 2 12-980-9889 T: 2 12-593-6700 

F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: F I L E D  
JUL 0 3  2012 

I 
i COUN 1 Y CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
." . _iL 

(01 126159.DOC } (00926698.DOC 



-against- 

By: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C .  DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 1002dUN 1 5 20 12 
T: 21 2-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

Index No.: 106583/00 

A.C & 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 
x 4 - L - q  ,2012 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: JUL 0 3  2012 
c 

(01 1261$3.bocx } 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE L,. ,  NEWYORK 
.- -" - 

6551 12v 

L 



-against- Index No.: 116820/00 

?'c 
F I L E D  A. C. & S. INC., ET AL., 

JUL 0 3  2012 
Defendant( s). : 

X ___________________________1______1__1__---------------------"----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
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 

,2012 

BY: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq, 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

L L  
By: Evan Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

I03067 1 v. 1 



This Document Relates To: 

THEODORE CASTANEDA, 

Plain1 

-against- 

ACF INDUSTRIES INC., ET AL., 

A~RONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summar 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudicr 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 
and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

sw-c t ' (  ,2012 

1 BY: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 

LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C .  DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 
5 15 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 212-980-0404 
F: 212-980-9889 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN I 52012 
(01127845,DOCX } 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  .A 

AC & 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 32 12, 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 
3kc I Y  ,2012 

Y 

By: Thodas A. Boyle, Esq. 
Law Offices of John C .  Dearie & Associates 
Attorneys for Plaintiff DEUTSCH, LLP 
5 1 5 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

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 3UN - 5 3012 

SO ORDEMD: 

(01 124928,DOCX } 6551 12v 



.. . .. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  A f COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

[N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
1 JUL 0 3 2012 X .----"----r-_-_r___"_______________I____------------"-------------- 

"3 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' COUNTYCLERK'SWFIa ' 

X i NEW YORK .-----------------ll---------------"------------------------------- 

rhis Document Relates To: Is'.- ' 

WILLIAM WALKER, ET AL., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF 

Plaintiff( s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 106583/00 

9. C .  & S. INC., ET AL., 

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, 
md 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. 

>ated: New York, New York 
,2012 

I 

- 
By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

7 P A  
3y: Thomas A. Boyle, Esq. 
,AW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ISSOCIATES DEUTSCH, LLP 
Ittorneys for PLAINTIFF( S) 
i 1 5 Madison Avenue 
Jew York, New York 10022 
7 :  2 12-980-0404 
'1 212-980-9889 T: 212-593-6700 

F: 212-593-6970 

,JUN 1 5 2012 
;O ORDERED: 

31 126174.DOCX } 655112~ 



c 

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY, : 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul., 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 108 174/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

F I L E D :  A 

JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE * 

NEW YORK 4 
WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,2012 

r 
Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintgs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Peggy L. pan, E$. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys,for Dejkndunr 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



*., . 

SURENA GLOVER as the Administratrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS GLOVER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 16967/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendant FARRELL LINES INCORPORATED (“Fmell Lines”) 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Farrell Lines with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Farrell Lines be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: r- 13, 2.0 /& 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12‘h Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

220707.1 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., Index No.: 1 16967/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC. (ASC) and 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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: 13, 201 2, 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

220708.1 JUN 1 52014 



PATRICIA A. LEAVY, as the Administratrix for the 
Estate of KENNETH LEAVY and PATRICIA LEAVY, 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COY et al., Index No.: 109 164/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendant FARRELL LINES INCORPORATED ("Fmell Lines") 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Farrell Lines with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Farrell Lines be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

Dated:=< 13, 2012 
New York, New York JUL 0 3  2012 

II 
CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW yarjlc_ 
*-=yusl* 

wwrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 

2207 10.1 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., 

. .  

Index No.: 115837/2003 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC. (ASC) and 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Q l i d  1 - 

New York, New York 

- 
FILED:,  i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

220714 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X --------------------_________rl__l_rlfr_-------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) --------------------_____ll____ll1_r____-------------------------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

PATRICIA A. LEAVY, as the Administratrix for the 
Estate of KENNETH LEAVY and PATRICIA LEAVY, 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., Index No.: 1091 64/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC. (ASC) and 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 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. F I L E D :  i 
4 s '  Dated: gztyle. If,  L o r 2  

New York, New York JUL 0 3  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

Won. Sherry Klein-Heitler 
22071 I .  1 



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Index No.: 190462/11, 113546197,
25664/91 & 6671/88

atth Charles, Esq.
Atto eys for Azrock Industrie~ n/k/a Domeo
Pro ucts Texas, L.P.
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

JUN 282011,

SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed . prej dice and without costs.

atthe ark, Esq.
Attornev for Plaintiffs
Weitz &. Luxenberg J.(Il £:.1, f\
180 Maiden Lane to d-:...J f.J-...
New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500

AZROCK INDUSTRIES INC. nlk/a DOMCO PRODUCTS TE)(AS, L.P. with prejudice, and

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants

WHEREFORE, defendants AZROCK INDUSTRIES INC. nlkla DOMCO PRODUCTS

defendants AZROCK INDUSTRIES INC. nlk/a DOMCO PRODUCTS TE)(AS, L.P. be and the
JUt 03 lOll

~WYORK

.~·,~~~S~~~1._.~_

ALLIANCE LAUNDRY SYSTEMS LLC, et al.;

TE)(AS, L.P. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims $c~st!.aieaDst

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

XDOM563M.IlegaJINOSJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
Cl>UNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
FERNANDO HERNANDEZ,

'I
II
II

I



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, l)

Index No: 122017/98 &
120667/00 &
116680/06

MARKS, ' LL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.e.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345w7301
File No.: 473.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI,· hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, ------1!::::::::=',.,.~L,....-----

MICHAEL P. LONG

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:



opposition thereto,

...

1122-19028

\
\

\
\
I
\

sv~ ?. £I1.\\\\

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 110130/98, 111065/98,
117709/99

WEITZ Ift-IfJXENBERG, P.c.
• Attom~for Plaintiff

John Sullivan and Frances Sullivan
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

FILeo

,....

SO ORDERED, I =7\ -....,

{N0137139·\ }

without costs.

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

Dated: New York, New York

:JJ:n~ ~, 2012

Ll!VVMxL
Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
Attorneys for Defendants
Courter & Company, Inc.
80 Broad Street ~ 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

A.C. & S., INC., et aI.,

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant~.

JOHN SULLIVAN AND FRANCES SULLIVAN,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

I (Heitler, J.)
~----=-----------=----=-=-===--=-==-=--~----~



1235-18493

Index No.: 110130/98, 111065/98,
117709/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WElTZ UXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
John Sullivan and Frances Sullivan
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUl 03 2m2

~f:.~ '(~::Off\cE
COUW'l

Dated: New Yark, New York

;JUne \~ ,2012

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

A.C. & S., INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED, ---..---::...--\II""'-M-------

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be ~tl C1!eD'eby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

thereto,

{N0I37139-1}

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

JOHN SULLIVAN AND FRANCES SULLIVAN,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-M;vRMel_-~
Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

___~ -----, (Heider, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



I
,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendant(s).

-against-

York, Ne~York

~~~~+-,2012

EITZ UXENBERG, P.C.
ttomeys for Plaintiff

John Sullivan and Frances Sullivan
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

(212)p-rt e "
~~r------'-'- 0

SO ORDERED, ----/---...~~~--~...,..uwL0 3 2D12

~-WYORK
.~ ~~

-'~---.:......;;

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

{N0137139-1}

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests sununary judgment in the above

A.c. & S., INC., et at.,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 110130/98, 111065/98,
JOHN SULLIVAN AND FRANCES SULLIVAN, 117709/99

Plaintiff(s),

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Jason S ie r, Esq.
MeG,! EY KLUGER, P.C.
Att eys for Defendants
Oa abeo, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



Jut 032012

NEW'1()R.K.
cLERICSOffICE

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

IrtdexNo.: 113287/98,111047/98 &
190391/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

SO ORDERED,

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants ECR INTERNATIONALJlk/a UTICA BOILER • be anfi,I.L£A

UTICA BOILER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONALflk/a

request summary judgment in the ab6ve~entitled case,pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

WHEREFORE, defendants EeR INTERNATIONAL flk/a UTICA BOILER hereby

A.C.&S. INC., et al.;

Plaintiff(s),

Defendants.

-----------~-----------~~~----------------------------~-------~--){

- against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--~-----~-----~---~----------------~----------------~~--~--------){
JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER,

X:AA_S5707.llegallNOSJM

1

I

Suzan Ratcliffe,Esq. p ,sepW'ni i e ario, Esq.
Att~m y for Plaintiffs ~ II'llQ lAtr'orneys for ECR INTERNATIONALf/k/a
Weltz & Luxenberg ~ UTICA BOI ER

_.. __.. __ - ..-1GG-Bro
adwa

y---.------ ..--..-----..--.--- ._ _ _·Barr:y-MG-Ti-e-man-&Meofe-·--· ---'---'-~' _ .." _ .. .-
NewYork, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 4

th
Floor'

- New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

_.~ .... , .JUN 28lOll



and there being no opposition thereto,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Index No.: 109675/99

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

FI LED

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

A.C. & S, Inc., et al.

without costs.
6\'-"\\\),.,.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice,

JUN 282012

X:/FBW36907/legallNovember2011

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
JOHNKNO)( ,

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Defendants.
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

JUL 03~

Frank Ortiz,Esq. NEW,Y.QRK·--.:v----H-al-b-ar-d-ie-r-,E-s-q-.---

Attorney for Plaintiffs ~<t.l1EEIIMS .........-"J S for FULTON BOILER WORKS
Weitz & Luxenberg Barry McTiernan & Moore
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006

(212)558-5500 LJ/.~_ 2J)) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, ~
Han. Sherry Klein-Heider

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

I
I

I:

I,I
'II.
II
II
:1
I,
II
:1

II
II

II
I
I
I

I
I



JUN 28 201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

By:?/~ -?'~

LYNCHDAS~Y LLP

AttornCCd9f:Jl¥~~"~year Tire & Rubber
,----~Gg,eQ;lHl.;g:ptllla.tii.@dGoodyear CanaClaloo.

P1aintiff(s),

-against-

Dated: New York, New York

Phan Alvarado, Esq.

SO ORDERED: .. A"':'S: 14L~1

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

By: 1_/ v ,

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without I=tsl LED
Dated: ~NeWYOrk

..... U, z-Ol ""Z-- JUL 03 2012

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

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

A. C. & S. INC., et al.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION______________________________________________________---------J(

ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT and PATRICIA E. : Index No. 125771/99
SCHMIDT, : 104150100



WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

imothy M.
RICHARD . ABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorney fo D endant
Consolidate dison Company ofNew
York, Inc.

. ace
New York, NY 10003-3598

JERRY CHIERCHIA

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

.JUN 282012

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Vasquez, Esq.
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY10.QP

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

SO ORDERED:

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK. CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 123078/01

ASSIGNED TO:
----~----~-----------------------------~-------------- .---.----._---------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

TMc:CCGpk)
5/23/12

OUf File No
8-6310-01



thereto,

1235-5448

JUN 28 201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 111230/01

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert Castorina and Annette Castorina
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5

{NOI48273-1}

SO ORDERED, -~~(:.......J~~V------

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are het) dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. \ f' L E
JUL 03 2012

Dated: '~k, New. York

--+-..If--'L-~_=__...3o.£..,~.. I~"Z.-:--2-=--,-0-12-----ao~.~~---
icole Price Wesselmann, Esq.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Defendant(s).

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

A.C. & S., INC., et al.,

ROBERT CASTORINA AND ANNETTE
CASTORINA,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STAtE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
I (Heitler, l)__________________-----tl



~.' ~ J

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert Castorina and Annette Castorina
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558~55illL_---

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. be and 'T\:6etli) dismissed with prejudice and without

oo~. \ n
JU\" () ~ 1\)

ew York, New York ~ "Of\A \CE
-44---_1_.~2012 ~e~\<:SOfr

~-~~
Jason . Ri , Esq.
MeG EY & KLUGER, P.c.
Art eys for Defendants
o fabco, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

{N0148273·1}

Index No.: 111230/01

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

A.c. & S., INC., et aI.,

ROBERT CASTORINA AND ANNETTE
CASTORINA,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

___-----,-----=-- -----:- ------------' (Heider, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kla

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

FILED

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 121562/01 &
111228/01 & 107622/03

MARKS, , O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523 t'
(914)345-7301 .
File No.: 473.90961

SO ORDERED, '--='-----'''--l~~'''d-------

JOHN MULCAHY

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:



WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

ann, Esq.'
. ABINECZ, ESQ.
efendant

Edison Company ofNew

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JUN 282011

SO ORDERED:

Vasquez, Esq.
~~~'~Z & LUXENBERG, P.C.

omeys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims

against defendant Consolidated Edison Comiflr'fb~rg,c.,be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without co~ts. JU\" 0 '3 1.0'1.

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

--------~-----~-------~------------~----------~------------------~~-------

INDEX NO.

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 119610/01
ASSIGNED TO:

----~-------------~~---------_.------~-----~-----------------~------------ HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

-----~------~------~-----~-----~-----------------------~-----~----_.------

Our File No
S·6448·01

TMc:CCGpk)
5/23/12



HOAGLAND,LONGO
MORAN,.DUNST&
DOUKAS,LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SOUTH JERSEY
701 \III1LTSEY'S MILLRD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 01-121732

~~FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG:P:C:
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Edward J. Bang as Executor for the Estate of
Frederick E. Bang
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

against

ACandS INC., et al..

EDWARD J. BANG as Executor for the Estate of
FREDERICK E. BANG,

This Document Relates to:

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SO ORDERED:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

FI LED

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,

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

5\ \-"\\~~.
L~\ ._-
WENDY R. KAGAN, ES:
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST &DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,t, __ ,- .,.

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSONST
POBOX4BO
NEW BRUNSV\I1CK, NJ



WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, "improperly plead as Weir Valve

963·Q776

JUt'! 28to\1

Att ey for Plaintiffs
nald M. Taylor

WEUZ & LUXENBE!{G, P.C
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

1JP.:tI--tm~;S:::-'S500

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

-against- '

SO ORDERED, .:::---~~-----

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., etal.

;b%7:dL~__
" Laura B. Hollman(ES(l.

Attorney for Defendant
Atwood & Morrill Company
MCGIVNEY &KLUGER,P,C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York. New York 10004
(212) 509H 3456

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant,

and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests sununary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant

'defendant, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company> improperly phfad as Weir Valve and

.CoDlIols USA, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudiFan&l*£D
Dated:~\ew,~~~

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
,ASBESTOS LITIGATION

, I
I

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

iNYCAL
~ LA.S. Part 30

~~~ -----'\ (Heitler. J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

; Index No.: 190336/11, 103870/02

DONALD M. TAYLOR, , i·lNO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
jMOTION AND ORDER
····:,,,,··

I
:'



282012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~ \J.(\r'\

LYNCH D~@l2N~l('$tJJ=FJCE
Attorneys for Defendants The Go dyear Tire & Rubber

Company d GOOdY~ad n ",

, Esq.

JUL 03 2012

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

Dated: New York, New York

Dated: New York, New York
~ z.../, ZOr ,2..--

WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

B~~----==~---"'-
Phan Alvarado, Esq.

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider,
lAS Part 30______________________________________________________---------J(

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 GocFef ~aEIDe and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED: ----4.---~~~----

A. C. & S. INC., et al.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK______________________________________________________---------J(

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION______________________________________________________---------J(

PATRICK MYERS and MARYANN MYERS, Index No. 103452/02



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 103496/03
126681/02
103869/06

JUL 03 2012

FI LE 0

New York, New York

4915347v.l

Dated:

__..B 4(-----
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

JUN 282012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

_____________________ ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - X

Frank J. Stila

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
______________ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION



2383-25288

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

FI LED
JUL 03 20'2

~~;~~
Attorney for Plaintiffs
John A. Hynes
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

N28 2QlZ

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

wagainst-

A. C. & S., INC., et al.

JOHN A. HYNES,

without costs.
i

Dated: New York, New York
~ \ ~Q ,2012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

and there being no opposition thereto,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

"WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Index No.: 104165/02

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

K~.
Attorney or Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, -=- _

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

--==~--=:::-=----:-:=---:=-= ---=~ ~ (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



2082-10757

Index No.: 104165-02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

. MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

JOHN A. HYNES,

-against-

A. C. & S., INC., et al.

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

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

'WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

costs. : E 0
Dated: NewY~)fk, New York F I L

(., \ }--o , 2012
JUl 03 2011

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

/wVe44!! OO~~~Q_f_---':=-~::::--"-I-.JI:;;.::::::~~ __
NiCOieWesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. John A. Hynes
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004~NewYorl<,NewYorl< 10003
(212) 509-3456 _(212) 558-550~__ JUN 2820121

so ORDERED, -----i::~F-----"-------
Han. Sherry Klein Heider

:NYCAL
i I.A.S. Part 30
i (Reitler, J.)

-=--'---=--:---~--=---=-------------~I,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



1122-5115

JUN 28 201l

Index No.: 106508/02, 110788/02

,,,,
~ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James E. Keahon and Julia Keahon
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York10003(21 _ ...-., ...

YorkUL 03 2012
,2012

~O¥;--..f--.=.-I--J'-I- 1\ .., ....JHK

CLERK'S OFFJCI
..~

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. C. & S., INC., et ai.

Defendants.

JAMES E. KEAHON AND mLIA KEAHON,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & COFar,tc.~ and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
t:f)

without costs.

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ....::::::s;;L....:..~----_

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

----------------~



2571-408

282011

Index No.: 106508/02, 110788102

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James E. Keahon and Julia Keahon
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
2

JUL 03 2012

FilED

j'ILW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI

Justin Kas " sq.
Atto or Defendant
Oakfabco Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, p.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

SO ORDERED, ~"".",..q.==--- _

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

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.

opposition thereto,

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

Defendants.

A. C. & S., INC., et al.

-against-

Plaintiffs,

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

;NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Beitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



2383-25532

JUN 282011

,,···,·
1 NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
iMOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James E. Keahon and Julia Keahon
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
2 SOO'

Dated: Newy.tNeforki.e 2337 2012

SO ORDERED, -+----:'--_.::.- _

without costs.

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

A. C. & S., INC., et al.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

Defendants.

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

JUL 03 2012

ilLWU4d__-~UN;~~~~~ D
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

_________________~i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :i Index No.: 106508/02, 110788/02



defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

2082-10767

JUN 28201l

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James E. Keahon and Julia Keahon
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003.
212

JUL 03 2012

FIlF')

-against-

Plaintiffs,

A. C. & S., INC., et at.

Defendants.

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

no opposition thereto,

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

Index No.: 106508/02, 110788102

SO ORDERED, -+=...q.. _

~·a-
Jartlicooper, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: ~re10g7rOrk,2012

costs.

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________________~ (Heitler, J.)



WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

"

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 106508/02, 110848/02

Attorn4W for Plaintiffs
John C. Buckley and Kathleen M. Buckley
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
~10003

558-5500

\JUl 0 ~ 1\)\'l.

4!fttMtY,NEW-.OfI4.........~Offd

SO ORDERED, \. VJ/ "V

~------
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
McGNNEY & KLUGER. P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: :JL~~Nm;aD'. . \9

without costs.

JUN 282012 2383-25532K

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all cowdefendants, all claims and crosS claims against

defendan~ Tishman Liquidating Corp., b7and11LLLOdismissed with prejudice and

and there being no opposition thereto,

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

-against-

Plaintiffs,

A. C. & S. INC., et at.

Defendants.

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M.
BUCKLEY,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

______---------~;(Heitler, J.)



with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

Index No.: 106578/2002
112711/2002

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

JUN 28LOll.

Ier onovan, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10005
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

Dated: Harrison, New York

LU){ENBERG, P.C.
Attor s for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-OORR-OLIVER BOILER~ £:mOe same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

-against-

Defendant.
--------------------------------------------------------'--------------){

Plaintiff,

FRANCIS J. ROKITKA (DEC.)

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
This document relates to:



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 02-106808

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ &LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Valone
700 Broadway
New York, NY1 0003

against

ACandS, INC., et aI.,

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

THOMAS H. VALONE and LOUISE M. VALONE,

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:(,-t5-1LNew Brunswick, NJ

\ ~".0\A
WENDY R. KAGAN~-----
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

JUL 03 2012

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

F'LED

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,dismissing plaintiffs'

SO ORDERED:

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

I 1

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
PO 80)(480
NE\Al8RIJNS'1/II1CK;NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
7D1 WILTSEY'SMILL RD
SUlTE202
HAMMONTON;NJ

HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN,DUNSU
DOUKAS,LLP
ATTORNEYS AlLAW



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 107007/02
110270/02

JUN 2 BZOJZ

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

New York, New York F I LED
~

JUL 03 l012

Dated:

Alexander W. Rettie

----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

-----------------------------------------X

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

470735Iv.\

SO ORDERED, -----'......-,..---*T----~

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,



Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Lawrence G. Le

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company d Goodyear Canada I

By: -",,-_""'_""-_,,v_~A._""_-:-31_'----::o.....~-

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

A.C. AND S., INC., et aI.,

---------------------------------------------------------------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.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

~)A(P)
By: - ~"-/ - ../'

Frank Ortiz

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E-"---0'-
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL JUL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON : r 03 2012
---------------------------------------------------------------x '. COUNTY GLE I

JEFFREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS, : Index No.a.lQ7102/~ y~KRs:K0FFICE
. 1191 1'5/02

Dated: New York, NewY~ork_J _ JUN 28201l

~~.,~"~~

t\\'O·· .....----
so ORDERED: . . f\c\Jd. &. v

Hon. Sherry Klem Heltler, J.S.C.\...y.\"\ -
,,;

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

2571-1235

JUN 282011

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Wahl, Conrad F.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212 5 ~$OO

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

ew York JUL 0 3 2012
-~'"'t-+"""P-Iff--.' 2012

l ~ ~"- NEW YORK
~ --:UJUNlY ClERK'S OFFICE

~T\:!!ir~'

-against-

CONRADF. WAHL,

TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A. C. & S. INC., et at.

Index No.: 107169/02, 112127/02

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

FI LE 0

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

costs.

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED,_~~~~~~~-;-:=- _

Jason . ie r, Esq.
Attomeyfor Defendant
Oakfab Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

i NYCAL
! LA.S. Part 30

__________::_........-:-=----:="-------;! (Heitler, J.)
TI-IIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



r

JUN 28201%

FIt ED'
JUL 03 2012

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 .
10~02 NEW YORK fHCE.
114095102

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodye Tire & Rubber
Company Goodyear Canada Inc.

Frank Ortiz

~f)
By: ~_..:........_--~==----

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

R ~d &. ot(1". ----
so ORDERED: $\<.\-\. C_____~-=.,.L------

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider, lS.C.

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 Yor~ ~er York

-~«M'1-
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Plaintiffs,

-against-

Defendants.

A.c. AND S., INC., et aI.,

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
RALPH l RUGGIERO AND GRACE Index No.
RUGGIERO,



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 108868/02

New York, New York

~

Dated:

4707254v.1

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

JUN 282012J

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above~entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, ~=~~----

j\)L 031\\\'1

""~~ <.)J;. ~r.s
FFr;:;;amnkk~Mt.CO);1rttl;iz~, EES<sql..------.:~~~."l'W Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

______ .~ . ~ __ x

Robert Merry

_____ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~_x

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK____________ • • ~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



4706339v.\

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 109338/02

r\ I. &flI
Nti.W YOM 'J1IJL

CL&RK'S 0FflCB----,,- - ----
- Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 03 2012

FI lED
New York, New York

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------~----------~----x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAlION

David R. Cirillo

-------------------------------~---------x

This Document Relates To:

-----------------------------------------x

Dated:

i~'IJN 282012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, --------,~:o""-'o...-.-----



I I

: STIPULATION AND ORDER..
: Hon. Sherry KJein Beitler, J.S.C .
: lAS Part 30

Plaintiffs,
-against-

including the rules of court governing the conduct of attorneys and the Disciplinary Rules of the

WHEREAS, Nina I. Webb-Lawton, Esq. states that she is familiar with and will comply

with the standards of professional conduct imposed upon members 'of the New York bar~

,offer t laiIf!" frYl Nejman, as Administratrix for the Estate of Clinton A. McCloud,

Code of Professional Responsibility;

602.2, and Plaintiffs' counsel has indicated that he has no opposition to the granting ofthis

for Goodyear Canada Inc. in the above-captioned case, pursuant to 22 N.Y.C.R.R. §:§ 520.11 and

orally for an Order granting thepro hac vice admission ofNina I. Webb-Lawton, Esq. as counsel

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and among the undersigned cotmsel

motion;

the State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Nina I. Webb-Lawton, Esq. affirms that she is a member of good sfanding

of the Bar ofthe State of Ohio and has a copy of a certificate of good standing from the Bar of

WHEREAS,. on June 14, 2012, counsel for Goodyear Canada Inc. moved this Court

Defendants.
_______. . -------------J{

A.C. and S., INC., et ai.,

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION____. -------------J{

CHERYL NEJMAN, as Administratrix for the Estate : Index Nos: 110269/02
Of CLINTON A..MCCLOUD, JR., and INEZ F, 126733/02
MCCLOUD, Individually,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

.... -..
,



264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

i.'
f

JUN 28 lOll

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Goodyear Canada Inc.

BY:@~
Diane M. Pompei, Esq.

SO ORD,.IJ.4«'-~.v.o

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558~5500

2

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

2L .
Dated: ... {~{L

e York, New York

motion to dismiss in the above-captioned case.

permitted to appear on behalf of Goodyear Canada Inc, in order to argue the Goodyear Canada

Jr" and Inez F. McCloud, Individually, and defendant Goodyear Canada Inc., subject to the. / -
/~..~~

approval of the Court, that Nina I. Webb-Lawton, Esq. shall be admitted pro hac vice and

HON. SHERRY .~l..EI~'11LE. R
, '-ED

JlJl 0
..3 1012

~';'~ii~



WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

1235-4638

L"UN 28ZQ12

. Index No.: 106508/02, 110788102
,,.,,,
~ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
1 MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James E. Keahon and Julia Keahon
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NewYork 10003

__~~5'58'=~O

Hon. SlUtrN
SO ORDERED, -------'''=:::l~t:.....-------

without costs.

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

Dated: Neut'3f]t~g~ F' lED
JUL 03 2012

AiWt44d ecru"" "~R~S OFt=lIA!~-~CIlo"..e-..:...l,,&OI""~-'-..t::..-'\--
~o1e Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Defendants.

A. C. & S., INC., et al.

-against-

Plaintiffs,

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

, the above entitled case, pUrsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_______________--"' (Heitler,1.)



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider. J.)

Index No: 110591/02
106808/02

JUL 03 2012

NEW YORK
-4.......NTY_ CLERK'S 0fFJ0I

- --'-, .......-.-----

New York, New York F, ,.... r= 0

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attomey for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

~
____ OUf File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,
---H~~

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attomeys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY. hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice. and there

being no opposition thereto,

4706528v.\

William A. Kaulback

_________________________________________ X

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS UTIOATION

----------------



4707449v, I

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 111179/02
107000/02

JUL 03 2012

FI LE DNew York, New YorkDated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

.~t)~~;~CE C}JL&a~
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ~~ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG " WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

~__-1"'ln1....-J<T1'h-No. 05335.00001

,JUN 282012

SO ORDERED, __-+--~I---...!...-------

__________________ ~ ~ x
This Document Relates To:

~ . ~_x

James H. Spath

___________ ~_. ~ ~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
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MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

';"'.

Index No: 111946/02
107001/02

JUN 2BZDtZ

JUL 03 2012

FI lE 0

.f1t~W'1ORK Julie R. Evans, Esq.
gg..twQMK1J~...SON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

-,~LMAN& DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

ur File No. 05335.00001

Hon.

New York, New York

470648\v.\

SO ORDERED, +--=>,.".e:....-I-~""___i~--

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated:

----------------

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Leland W. Grant

_________________________________________ x

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
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MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 111993/02
106963/02

New York, New YorkDated:

Albert C. Deshaies

t
I

WHEREFORE, defe~dant A.':'\1\t.HWWJPN COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CiviiPractice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ~~B~~TERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto, ~ClJl-.va•••.,.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ","".
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,----E---,~-JI~--Hon.~Heitler
JUN 282012

4706444v, I

___ ~ ~ ~ ~_x

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 112111/02
106964/02

JUN 28l012,

-
Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 03 2012

New York, New York

4707261 v,l

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

_________ . __ ~ x

__ ~_. __ ~ ~ . x
This Document Relates To:

Frank 1. Najuch

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_____ ~ ~ ~ ~ __ ~ __ ~_~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS UTIOAnON



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 112374/02

JUN 2 8201l

New York, New YorkDated:

Joseph Kovalchick

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x

Hon. Sherry K. Hei ler

JUl 03 lOll

~[) -oo++-~~.. '-..II''jj\.

./ ~"~ CI.ERK'a.CJFFJcI
__________--....:11...... .--.=........._~ _

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintitf EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED, --------"'='--b'--N-----

--------------

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

4706554v, I



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 113276/02
115178/05

JUN 2820121

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 03 2012

Gerald Elmont Allen

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---~~~~~-~~~-~---------------------------x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

--~-------~------------------------------x

This Document Relates To:

---~-~-~~---~------~---------------------x

NEW YORK
(X)UNTY CLERK'S OffiCi

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs. F , LED
Dated: New York, New York

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, ~--H-on-£%I-S-h-+----'>tI......~;:oei",c.::O::'er+--/--

4705720v.1

..



..,.~...::., ............. "

JUN 282012,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

,

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.c.

A.C AND S., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L'·---- ------"'E--0- ·
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------------------------------~------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL JUL 03 2012

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--------------------------------------------------------------- )( COUNTY CLER I

PAUL KARTIS, SR., Index No. 11356'N~WYtR~OFFICE
Plaintiff, 127312/02

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

.. ,-.,-.

SKH - Hcvd &Dtd:

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: NewQrti ~;,..York

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for efendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

By:~D _-Mo_company aGoodyear:JDC.
Frank Ortiz

Dated: New York, New York

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED: ----~::::P"""~_=--.---



4706452v.1

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 113640/02
118214/06
107222/02

JUN 2820J2

FI LE D

New York, New York

Emilio J. DiFabio Jr.

Dated:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WElTZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

-7ordd-~- ..--Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED, L""'~-"""""-_~,.---_---
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

,.JU1. D3 2D12
-----------------------------------------X

NIiW·V~
WHEREFORE,defe~_~OMPANY,hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

~-------------------



Index No.: 113683/02

JUN 28201Z

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and thi vrne,.are "hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. F.. I

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

JUL 03 2012

NEW 'YUKi<
«lUNlY CLE~SOffiCE
---- SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Plaintiff,

- against-

A C & S INC., et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------------_..)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
ANTHONY McCANN and EILEEN McCANN,

Dated:~rk, New York
JUJf..R.£t; ,2012

7
LOCKS LAW FIRM

Defendants.

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, Defendant DURAMETALLIC INC., (hereinafter

"DURAMETALLIC") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

Defendant DURAMETALLIC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Mf~~
Madina Axelrod, Esq.
Attorneys fur Defundant
Durametallic Inc.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

~ New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED, -----FifL-~~<------

.a~ c=;;-)""""-----.
Ja.t;tWalsh, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
747 3rd Ave
New York, NY 10017
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NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, l)

Index No: 114042/02
107400102

FllED

, , WITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street

~-----New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

New York, New York

~{21112-

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

~D-

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, ----+-....,F-~:A-+----

JUN 282012

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

_________________________________________ x

Clarence D. Smith

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
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NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 114044/02
107400/02

LJUN 28(Utt

F I LED
New York, New YorkDated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

SO ORDERED, __~~~~'-.J.t..:.u-----

~D:"-.~ JUL 032U12 ~&nf

FFr~a~nkkiiMI.no;frtT;iz:-,E~s;;q~.-----;~~~~\'~'l~f~~~~'Off~CEJulie R. Evans, Esq.
WElTZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

Ezelle Seay

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

_________________________________________ x

UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
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SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 114164/02
107405/02

JUL 03 2012

F"New York, New York

~

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

4706517v.\

SO ORDERED, --I",_~--+-----
Hon. Sherry K. Ieitler

~D=t:~~0FFICE
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ."... -Ju-I-ie-R~.-E-v-an-s-,-E-sq-.------

WEITZ &LUXENBERG,~ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

ur File No. 05335.00001

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

__________________ ~ ~ ~ x

John C. Hughes

___ ~ ~ ~ ~ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_______ ~ ~ ~ ~ __ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
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SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, l)

Index No: 114175/02
107405/02

-'

JUN 282012

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

\JUL 03 2012

FILEDNew York, New York,

(,I/1../ I't- J

Dated:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

0lql
SO ORDERED, C$!5l{-=--__

4706371v.1

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Robert F. Daniels

-----------------------------------------x

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 115355/02
107007/02

0 \
\.E. \\

f \ \) 3 1.\\\1. \

1U\-,,!~{~~ &r.S
i~lie R. Evans, Esq.

GVy.\*~ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.0000 I

New York, New York

_l.o~'~lv

Dated:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

SO ORDERED, _~~~~...------+-~---.--:.~~~~

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Norris R. Ellinwood

4706470v.1

--.~----------------------------·----···-x

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----~~-------------------------~~~------x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----.---~-~·-----------------------~----x

This Document Relates To:

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

\,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

aniel P. Blouin, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Luis Acevedo and Susan Acevedo
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

'8:;,5500

Defendant(s).

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

Hon. Sherry 'Klein Heitler
2571-1888

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et aI.,

LUIS ACEVEDO AND SUSAN ACEVEDO,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Index No.: 116194/02

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

{NOI49825-1)

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

SO ORDERED, ----="'¥"''-- ~

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
~ (- 2012

Jason S. 'e
MCGIV EY & UGER, P.C.
Attorn ys for Defendants
Oakf: co, Inc.
80 Br ad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, l)

~-------------------'



1235-23878

JUN 28201%

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

aniel P. Blouin, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Luis Acevedo and Susan Acevedo
700 Broadway
New Yo..rk,.New York 10003

) 558-5500

Defendant(s).

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et aI.,

without costs.

LUIS ACEVEDO AND SUSAN ACEVEDO,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS UTIGATION

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

\
I,
\

thereto,

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED, ----.:-=:;---=--=-jE---7''.....r------

Index No.: 116194/02

{NOI49825-1}

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Dated: New York, New York WlIl. 03 281l
5Me 1f2, 2012 """"'"

i'M!~~:;
Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

------------------------1: (Heitler,1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

I Index No.: 116194/02

1122-24177

JUN 28 lOl!

Ie . louin, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Luis Acevedo and Susan Acevedo
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

-.-'I:"""L"-J "53'8-5500

F1 LED

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

1e Price Wesselmann, Esq.
'\lEY & KLUGER, P.C.

for Defendants
'mpany, Inc.

- 23rd Floor
'ork 10004

Dated: New York, New York

j"1Lf\£ . to ,2012

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

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

opposition thereto,

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et aI.,

LUIS ACEVEDO AND SUSAN ACEVEDO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
1 (Heitler, J.)

__________________.....--------.1



0346-242

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

FILED

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

Dated: New York, New York

(Jtule ('5: ,2012

~~-,E-S-q-l~~~tm~.Rii~~~-Si7'eO::""IP-.-B-~-o--'--ui-n"",""'"E-sq-+--------

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. UXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendants Attorn s for Plaintiff
Gerosa Incorporated Luis Acevedo and Susan Acevedo
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

JUN 282011
SO ORDERED, -----....j...::::.-.J.LI.:....-------

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

{N0149825-1}

Index No.: 116194/02

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gerosa Incorporated, hereby requests summary judgment in the

defendant, Gerosa Incorporated be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

thereto,

complaint against defendant, Gerosa Incorporated with prejudice, and there being no opposition

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et aI.,

LUIS ACEVEDO AND SUSAN ACEVEDO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
I l.A.S. Part 30

___________________ (Heitler, J.)



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 116194/02

..._---_ ..",--

1=1 L
'JUt 03 2012 JUN 28201Z

MEf.II~K" Dtd: _.. -

..-~~~ ml~II~III~ 111I ~1~1I1~
BZ-PAST-24y'

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Ne~ Yark, New York
6/.:11(8-

against

IN RE:

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC.

This Document Relates to:

LUIS ACEVEDO AND SUSAN ACEVEDO

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:

KRIS I JAHN ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST &DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

~------------------

HOelgland, Longo,
Moran, Dunst
8. Doukas, LLP
Attorneys at Lew

1501 Broadway
Suite 1804
New York, NY



and there being no opposition thereto,

Index No.: 116194/02

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

without costs.

Sha:s
Attorneys for Defendant
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
212) 313-3600

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-B.Ecl~SD.the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

SO ORDERED,

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

Plaintiff(s),

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

-against-

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------){

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

CLB56603flegalfnosjrnlOCTOBER 2012

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------){
LUIS ACEVEDO,



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 119471/02
113278/02

-JUL 03 2012

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

~--------Our File No. 05335.00001

F't.EDNew York, New York

John P. Souza Jr.

Dated:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------~-------------------------------x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

- -- ----~------~--------------------------X
This Document Relates To:

-----------------------------------------X

~------------_.-

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

JUN 2820111

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED._~ --=...:..- _

Han. Sherry K. Heitler

4707446v.\



4706312v.\

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 119674/02
107101/02

JUL 03 2012

FILE 0New York, New YorkDated:

SO ORDERED, ~~~~----

--------------

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

~D ~..··-v"if~&UffK.1E . &r.s
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ""'"' Julie R. E~sq-.-----
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

ur File No. 05335.00001

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

JUN 28 201Z

_________________________________________ x

William Burrell Jr.

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



JUN 28201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 120100102
113280102

...;,~

- \

~~~:t~~S~~'MOSKOWITZ,
......-.~. . EI~ELMAN & DICKER LLP

Att~y for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 4iilit Street
New York, New York 10017

~~-01TTlIrFile No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED, ~--==+-----=-~---
Han. Sherry K. Heider

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated: New York, New York

~

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

4706465v.\

______________ ~ ~ x

John Dmochowski Jr.

____ ~ ~~ ~ ~ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK___________ ~ ~~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



WHEREFORE, defendant KBELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules8ection 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-'DORR"()LlVER BOILER COMPANY,

~ ,- - . ., .

I~, '

NYCAL
lA.S. Part 30
(Reitler, l)

Index No.: 12043212001
10110412002

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DOHR..
OLIVER:BOILER
COMPANY

. . . - Donovan. Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Anomeysfor Defendant
KEELER-DOllR-oUJlER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10005
(212) 661-1151

JUN 28 201l

.,...I.

ROBERT HINES,

-against-

Plaintiff,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, thai upon notioe toOI~1On.arid 1lt'OlIIHl1ai... o.,unst dofendont

KEELER-DORR-QLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be andtl».~'Fe are hereby dismissed with prejudice
JUL Q 3 'LU

and without costs.

Defendant.
_~~~~~ ~~ ~~~~~~~ -----~---~~-----x

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,et a1.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York. New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SOORD~
Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
~_~_~~ . ~~ ~~ ~~_~~~~ --~~~~-------·_-~X

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS UTIGATION

~ ~~~~~ ~ ..__~_~~. .. ~ ----------------X
This document relates to:



JUN 28 201!

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

FILEO'
r JUL 03

12191&82 2012
ONTYCLE

NO OPPOSIT"iO"N New y~~~OfFICE

SUMMARY JUDGMENT-"'-'~--
MOTION AND ORDER

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

---------------------------------------------------------------J(
LUANA MARY KORNACKI, As Executrix for the: Index No.
Estate of ANDREW KORNACKI and LUANA
MARY KORNACKI, Individually,

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

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.

ork, New York
""l..

-

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------J(

Dated: New York, New York

By:~f)
Frank Ortiz

SO ORDERED: -----lIlL.--_~_I=l - Rcvd & Otd:
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, l.S.C. ----

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



JUN 282012

FILE n '

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

COglpany Goodyear canad~n.c, L

By: ---.""'~~~~::::....---=.-7;?=---.:~

-against-

SO ORDERED: ---+--:7¥---~~-----

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: New York, New York

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: N~ewYork, New York
~ t 2.,.-., WI ""2..---'

I

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

B~
Phan Alvarado

Defendants.

______________________________________________________---------X

A.C. AND S., INC" et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________w w w X !

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCALj ,
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 'JUt 0a '

_______w w w w_--------- X r ZOfl
HAROLD G. STRADER and SYLVIA A. : Index No; 1mg,~CLe: -,
STRADER, : :..- NEW~ul' '"''

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

..,



and Rules Section 3212. dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

JU~-Sq~--~--~-
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP
Attorneys for Dana Companies. LLC,
116 East 2ih Street. 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

Thomas Hynes

thereto.

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cEmlant"'trE ens against

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

defendant Dana Companies, LLC. formerly known as Dana Corp_01() Be 1ff!the same are

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

This Document Relates to:

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
~__A_S_B_E_ST_O_S_L_I_T_IG_A_T_I_O_N (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 124339/02

~&/
~ Esq. ;n,c.t......~..l F'1/bIIft1t-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Dated: New York. New York
4::>/.,;v. 2012



Judith Y Vltz, Esq.
DARGE RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

JUN 28 201Z

,JU\.. ~ 3t 1012

FII,- r! 0

10003

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Thomas Hynes

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

This Document Relates to:

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

no opposition thereto,

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

Dated: New York, New York
r:e/;;>O ,2012

costs.

SO ORDERED,

NYCAL

(Heitler, J.)----------------'1
Index No: 124339102



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 126046/02
113566/02

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
ISO East 420d Street

~-~--:--_."_.. _.....
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 032012

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

4707476v.\

JUN 28201Z

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs. F Il ! D
Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED, _~~-.>.._4-""'-"'-f--,o''A-----

Frances Tomeo

_________________________________________ X

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

lenni duer,Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

/UL 2L~o.
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Index No.: 126292/02

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAlN 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, Well-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: b/t C( ,2012
New Yorlc, New York

WEIL-MCLAIN, et a1.,

AUGUST F. WOSSNER, JR.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION



with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

Index No.: 126292/2002

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

JUN 2820ll

Rodri Armand, Jr., Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

Dated: Harrison, New York

SOORDE~~

HonorableS~

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all das and cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER CO~N\, LuE,J2ne .l hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aI.,

-against-

AUGUST F. WOSSNER, JR.,

Defendant.______________________________________________________-----~---------~J(

Plaintiff,

?tiL?!? J.tr
WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New Yark 10003
(212)558-5500

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________~ -----------------J(

In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION_____~ ~ ~ ----------------~J(

This document relates to:



4707228v.1

JUN 28201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 126047/02
113566/02

':IL~,
."U4, 0. 21)12

~\f~ (\ I' ~
__~~...... ~ 4(4

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

New York, New York

~:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Jose Martinez

----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To:

Dated:

-----------------------------------------X

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ~~~~----



-.-
Ff LE 0

JUL 03 2012

JUN 28201Z

r
[ COUNTY CLERK'S OfF~Cf
I';.~" ," NEW YORK

126681102
103511/03

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company d Goodyear Canada Inc.

~
By: t-T--'"----------::""...--

Lawrence G. Lee

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Hon.

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
THOMAS O'CONNOR AND MARY C. Index No.
O'CONNOR,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

'- .......... _-
SKH ~ Rcvd & otd: - -1

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, N work

r)~:l .. ~
By: '--v'GA .

Frank Ortiz

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Dated: New York, New York

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED: __----"~~!::.....-"o~~-_--



-
JUN 2, 82011

sKH • Rcvd & Dtd: -

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company d Goodyear Canada I

Plaintiffs,

Hon.
SO ORDERED: +-_~--$-""""':"'- _

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: New York, New York

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: NeWYl'tp+l~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

-against-

A.O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.______________________________________________________---------X

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

i~-~:----------m;~-~~;U(-~i~---------------------~NYCAL F I l ED '
ASBESTOS LITIGATION J

_______________________________________________________________ X UL a3 2012
CONSTANCE J. BLANEY, As Executrix for the Index Nor 1c3500/02
Estate of CAHILL BLANEY and CONSTANCE 1. : E TY CLERK':::; ,
BLANEY, Individually, NO OPPfJSLTIOl'f'JEW YORKv, , '. ,f

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER



WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

:Tltiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

''''n thereto,

~RED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

, 1cLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

Index No.: 126687/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

, Suite 1100

/22

//
/

JUN 28201Z

F

I;FILED
JUL 03 2012

_f-\-----:::::c------>~""-+--UN-TY.......-=ClEAK'S OFF.ce
aJl(lliiW;t" .. EW YORK

\LMcCAM GE-
... & MAHONEY, LTD.

"'I" Defendant

"12

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Plaintiftts),

Defendants.

- against-

JAMES W. HOLECEK,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 126687/2002
104644/2003

.JUN 28lOll

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

FRANCIS R. DEFILIPPIS,

-against-

Plaintiff,

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------------)(
In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-----------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This document relates to:

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

FI LE 0and without costs.

Defendant.

----------------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

,
I':L' , ')

Dated: Harrison, New York O~. iJ.",,- JUL 0 3 2012

~7~./+. ht

~ ~"<I~.J.lilflQLIi~~lt~~~~1Etsq}f------ o' and, Jr., s
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneysfor Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501

Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

SO ORDERED:

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 126696/02
110270/02

JUN 28201Z1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUl 03 2012

IJr\ J'..L

~~~~~_0FFteI---.

Hon. Sherry K. Heider

New York, New York

4707320v,I

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, _~~~~~~...I.L..-L...-...-~__

Dated:

______________________ . x

Joan Pollack

ORDERED, that upon notice to alllrdcleriantpl wms and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be a~thAa...aaeUdismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK• x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

JUN 2820'Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 126723/02
110270/02

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4706477v,\

SO ORDERED, ~4-_---J!:__ _

Dated: New York, New York

______ ~ X

Anthony R. Flamio

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~ ~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

,\\-E.O
~ O~¢-~D . ~~W~Of\~dfI1J ~&~
-Fr-a--:nk-M-.-=-O-rt7""""iz--:,E~s-q-.---_-'r~....,~~ -Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~~. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001



FILE

'SKH .. Rcvd & Dtd:----

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

~~'t1eitler, lS.C.

Frank Ortiz

SO ORDERED: ~~~~~~----

Dated: New York, New York

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Compan d Goodyear Canada In .

~, (
By: .....~~ ~JL:.~~:...,------J.~-

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 L0tJ1J1.~ork

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

~D

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

_____~ ~~ ~ ~-------~-X

A.C. AND S., INC., et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I JUL 0 ' .
-~~~~~----~~~~~~-----~~~~-----~~~~------~~~----~~~~~----~~----- X r.:...... 3 '1.1 "-
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYC L COUNlY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : ~'. Niw~FW80rF,\ .
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ --------- X ""'.. ~

PAUL M. MARQUARDT AND CAROL Index No. 126731102
MARQUARDT, 110269/02



Dated: New York, New Yor'CQUNW Li" I Vi ',f\

~ ~0FF1Q;

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 126743/02
111080/05
110269/02

JUN 28Z0'ZI

-

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
1SO East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

~f)~~';""'t>
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ~..
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attomeys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ----:-::--\;::-~:.P-"7'f-7-~-:-----

4707346v,I

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto, F , lEn
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,~claims and cross claims against defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be atltJ~eoaTe &re hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs. 2 12

___________________ • • ~ X

Michael Regan

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~ ~ ~ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, l)

Index No: 126795/02
110269/02

JUN 2820121

~Iie R. Evans, Esq.
'''''\\TILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 03 2012

fiLED

New York, New York

~/'?J 12-

Robert W. Clavin

Dated:

----------------------------------------- X

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------·------------------X
This Document Relates To:

SO ORDERED, ---==-~,.,c...;;;.'--L--_

4706348v, I

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,



JUL 03 2012

",'"-",', '......,; .. EF!'.il

F I LED

.,.
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Index No.: 126934/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Je ifer L. Budner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-2?~9""

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.

Plaintiff(s),

WElL-MCLAIN, et at,

WALTER RABINOWITZ,

- against-

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

JUN 282012

SO ORDERED, -_"':::::~~Cl------

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

Dated: t2-, 2012
Ne York, New York

~Frank OrtIZ, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

T ne N. Megeri
SEGAL McCAM RI GE
SINGER & MAH Y, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

V ,2012
York, New York

Dated:

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 h,:'1ditise~ prejudice and without costs

to either party.

JUL Q:3 10Yl

NE.\N ",aRK
Nr.'l ~f\~S Orr\Ce.

SO ORDERED,--+--~~<----------JUN 282011

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

Index No.: 126934/02
fu Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JOHNT. CASSIDY,

~-"-'.~~-
= .......,.--

~,:Il'o~~ ..

Frank 0 lZ, sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



_JUN 28201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

F L~3~OI~ i1
c -"'--

~:~~~~~AZL-;:M;:::?,C~C::EA~.~~a:Zer~~~-NIEWu;,:~OF:jI
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
T~7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

htdex No.: 126935102

-------------

SO ORDERED,_~=-~PL-- _

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: , II g ,2012
New York, New York

('"
.~'"'........._/~ ". C"",:,. ~)UG)

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~~~

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '<
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

JAMES E. MAYBEE,

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION



FJlED~

JUN 2 8201l

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

JUL 03 2012
-+l-~~--....,L-J~---

Ta ne N. Megeri , sq. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFice 1 1
SEGAL McCA DGE NEW YORKi '
SINGER & MAHONE¥,LTD. '
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212 7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

Index No.: 126935/02

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, WeiI-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: " II r; ,2012
Ne\y,York, New York

~~".'" I~\"""'l r"',..--Ct--

~~~~c:::,~
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -----,r7""--t---"7t-...f1.,,~+__-----

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



NYCAL
INDEX NO. 127400/02

, ..

sse A. Pepe, Esq.
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC
350 Fifth Avenue, 59th Floor
New York, NY 10118
212-268-5136
Attorneys for Defendant,
Motion Control Industries, Inc.

FILED

BY:'_-I-.J--~r-.- _

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

(

Nathanson Busch, Esq.
TZ & LUXENBERG

70 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
212-558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiff

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Defendants

-against-
Plaintiffs

BILLIE W. SELF and CYNTNHlA L. SELF

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as preoecessor-in-interest to

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion

1954987

SO ORDERED: --r::m:;;JniriA1m~rmt~Tit~~rn~IClIJ_~r.
HONORABLES

Dated: New York, New York

Dated: New York, New York

.Jut4- \q~ '2.D'''L-

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs.

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Motion Control, with

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned

7104-277 (11)
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK



".~'-""'~_.:.. ,--..DiI.

FleE

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

.. " ....._---.--..

enj . ar athers,
SEGAL McC.lLuja..,..'~.., ...... &;J

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

FI LED
-, JUL 03 2012

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

Dated: fa It ~ ,2012
New York, New York

,...,;,,.,,.""".....Jtr··)'. . ~"'\.... -\ .'..A V J
~,,<.,(,./ ~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ,~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

SO ORDERED, - .........."""-:=-~=....to<:--l'l------

IJUN 2 82012

Index No.: 127409/02

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

BILLIE W. SELF,



E
,LTD.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

COUNTYCL

-...,LI--__-..::>..c......<:..+--""..:.- ----,---" NEW~~~~Of:FICE
Ta eN. Megerian,
SEGAL McCAMB
SINGER & MAHO
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

JUN 282UlZ

Index No.: 127677/02

SO ORDERED, -----:~~ ~1!Jl--7C-_-----

Dated: &It g ,2012
New York, New York

C-'\' ."\
":?~""""''''.'''/) ).. C \ -~-

t:-~~0;(.~ll (~// ~....'
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~.~

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "
Attorney for the Plaintiffs ..
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

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.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

WElL-MCLAIN, et al.,

GILBERTO ORTIZ ARCE,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



2082-11324

JUN 28201'

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James Joseph Duplessis and Carolyn G. Duplessis
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

{NOI2903J·J}

Dated: Ne~rtztYOrk
,2012

';/ ·12~~.w.._
6'meB.Co~,
Attomey for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509·3456

costs.

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

SO ORDERED, .e!=--"",I~:.........p.~4-~~~--

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

A. C. & S., INC., et al.,

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS AND CAROLYN
G. DUPLESSIS,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL r' lED "
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.) JUL 03

-T-H-I-S-D-O-C-U-M-E-N-T-RE-FE-R-S-T-O-:--------" 2012
Index No.: l1§8J~~c

1059597 LERK'S OFFICE
1!bW:" I . EW YORK

~""~._-'."W'-~'O::::':-,-" _"?II "'- .•' '':'



,,

1 Index No.: 128019/02,,,,,,,,,,,
: NO OPPOSITION
!SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

,,
,

JUL 03 2012

Attorney for Plaintiffs
James Joseph Duplessis and Carolyn G. Duplessis
WElTZ &LUXENBERG, p.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

. (212) 558-5500

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A. C. & S., INC., et al.,

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS AND CAROLYN
G. DUPLESSIS,

-
{N0129031-1 }

prejudice and without costs.

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

JUN 282011 2383·260781

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

SO ORDERED, --7"'----+=--""')f-----b~-----

Ch .stine Kennedy Flores
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

________________--'i (Heitler,1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



2571-1824

{N0135208·j)

i NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

i Index No.: 128019/02
: 105959/03
,,

SO ORDERED,~-~~~IP-R:H-------

JUN 28 201!

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FILED

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

opposition thereto,

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

I.t1Ul 03 mz

----"C"'----.>~_.~'\......:::....>(~.\..:...._'l/j"""""'-~J'l_¥"'··~~~~.,--....m;...~.'.'Z~~,-g0~/
Carol M. Tempest~~' ~ /'
Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Oakfabco, Inc. James Joseph Duplessis and Carolyn G. Duplessis
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

A. C. & S., INC., et al.,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS AND CAROLYN
G. DUPLESSIS,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30

__________________i (Heitler, J.)



WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

Index No.: 128019102

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

JUN 282012

JUL 032012

:rOHKO~ae- _
-.v1""''l::R~S

He n Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

FILED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS

This Document Relates to:

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

1768409

!ULr/L~
Robert Weisberg, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003

!



NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

JUN 2820\1.

JUL 03 2012

N ...
CLERK'S yr.-ICE

FILEr>

Index No.: 105928/03; 128019/02

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
!;McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter,
"LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

New York, New York
-0J3 ,2012

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

1777389

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

against defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

WILLIAM F. RYAN JR.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A O. Smith Water

This Document Relates to:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



lJUN 281011.

NYCAL
INDEX NO. 100089/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

HONORABLES

A.D. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Defendants

Plaintiffs

RICHARD L. STIEGLER

-against-

1955144

SO ORDERED: -------f--4!----L.-------

Dated: New York, New York

Wl-lEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion

Dated: New York, New York

" LED
By:,_-..:l"'o:J?-~--\..,L------ By:---I-,J-..-i.--=~_::::""- """--__

sa thanson Busch, Esq. Russell A. Pepe, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC
700 Broadway 350 Fifth Avenue, 59th Floor
New York, NY 10003 f'Yett·N~· New York, NY 10118
212-558-5500 ...u:JWI'fn~~12-268-5136
Attorneys for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant,

Motion Control Industries, Inc.

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs.

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Motion Control, with

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above~captioned

....
7104-197 (11)
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

rt



Index No.: 100229103
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JUL Q '3 1~'1

NE.W ~O~~o~~\CE

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Defendants.

P1aintiff(s),

- against-

enjamm..I:r.-'(mm'ttlrers~"I

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Hen. Sh:iiflt:; ~JUN 2820'!

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims andpos,aims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismisse¥tt!p:ejUdice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ROBERT M. HILL,

WElL-MCLAIN, et al.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_, L , 2012

Ne York, New York

~



"'--

1122-24139

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 2 82012

WEI' & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert Roccabruna and Margaret Roccabruna
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

F'LED

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.,

Dated: New york, ~ewYork

U\~, ,2012
NLW "(ORK

TV C\..E.R~SOfFiCe
,r--__CO~U:E.:!N\ I

costs.

{N0149483-1}

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

SO ORDERED, ..::::=::=::::~~~ _

opposition thereto,

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Courter & Company, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA AND MARGARET
ROCCABRUNA,

Index No.: 100610/03

Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION lA.S. Part 30
-:-::=--=--=-=...........-:-:::-::= =~__=__=__------:(Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



{NOI49478-1}

1235-23810

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

W. TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
ttomeys for Plaintiff

Robert Roccabruna and Margaret Roccabruna
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Defendant(s).

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

SO ORDERED, ....::.....::~-=---------

Dated: Ne:y York, New York

\Q\~\ ,2012

_. . "! NEW YORK
~~C~:...;......S~~~!J'.-----l-~----
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.

Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New york, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

JUN 28201l

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

thereto,

Treadwell Corporation, be and thn,:h~~missed with prejudice and without costs.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE'OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA AND MARGARET
ROCCABRUNA,

Index No.: 100610/03

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

I NYCAL
I

I I.A.S. Part 30
_________________---.J: (Heitler,1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

~----------------



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

JUN 2 8201Z

FILED,1
JUL 03 2012 :~

y
COUNTY CL I .... ;

, NE ERK S OFFICE .;
. YORK

TeN. Me en ,Esq.,~.~~
SEGAL McC BRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

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.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

Index No.: 100727/03

~-------------

Dated: " / t y ,2012
I

New York, New York
r"""

"''''''~'' 1\ ') "''''"'•.,?"'........~ "\ (" "" "".-"""t-+-.
, e.-'vGA (,/) ~,..,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~~

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "
Attorney for the Plaintiffs ..
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,_~~~#I- _

ALBERT V. MONROE, II,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



I·
~,
lir..'
~

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

JUN 28Z012

Plaintiff(s),

Defendants.

- against-

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party. F I LEO
Dated: bhi{; ,2012 JUL D3 lOll

N~)V York, New York . Co
i'\. . ~ -, UNTYCLER ' '

,,r.......Ji.. .} l {.~./"--:V--. "-. NEW YO~~OF,.FleE..
~\(J: c,,· '-~'~~.." "_~'.,.

~.

Attorney for the Plaintiffs'" SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212)~Q.Q,"

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, IE" ",~k'C:..OV"'/

GINO PICISTRELLI,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No.: 100718/03



WHEREFORE, defendaiit;--KohlerCo., hereby requests surnmary judgment in the

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 03-100731

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

~~.ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Champ Roberts and Doris Roberts
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

This Document Relates to:

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS ROBERTS

INRE:

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

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.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

DATED: New York, New York

-JVve I:J. ,;Ll)I a..
(

~---
HOAGLAND,LONGO,MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED: f 1LED
J\.lL () '3 'l.t)\'l.

KeH~CRK
. ~Qoff\Ce.

cout'" SKH _Rcvd &Dti~'t

".

•

HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN,OUNST&
DOLUS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NOflTHJERSEY
40PATERSONsT
POBOX 460
NEW BRLJNSVI9CK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 \MLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ



2383-26139

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

W z& LUXENBERG, P.e.
I\. tomeys for Plaintiff
Estate ofRichard W. Amthor
700 Broadway
New York, New
2 0

,..

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LOIS AMTHOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD W.
AMTHOR AND LOIS AMTHOR,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Defendant(s).

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.. et aI.,

without costs.

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests" summary

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

{NOI49477-1}

~----------

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 100738/03

SO ORDERED, -+----'~-~'--------

Dated: N~w York,\New York
\c\~~ \ ,2012

ItNt44!L-
NkOleWesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Tislunan Liquidating Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

I NYCAL
I
I I.A.S. Part 30

_________________---J: (Heitler,1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

1235-19228

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WElTZ LUXENBERG, P.e.

AttQ eys for Plaintiff
Es te of Richard W. Amthor
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

LOIS AMTHOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD W.
AMTHOR AND LOIS AMTHOR,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

{NO 149476-1 }

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against. defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

SO ORDERED, -----:~:;;;OOO=;;i---f::ooil1§l.'W~------

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Treadwell Corporation, be and th~ sam¥e tetkY&.mild with prejudice and without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sununary judgment in

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 100738/03

Dated: ~ew Yo~, New York

t.Q ,~Q \ ,2012

4M!t44d
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation
80 Broad Street ~ 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

I NYCAL
I

I lA.S. Part 30
_________________--': (Heider, 1.)

JUN 2, 82012--------------------



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

UXENBERG, P.C.
Atto s for Plaintiff
Estate of Richard W. Amthor
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

LOIS AMTHOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD W.
AMTHOR AND LOIS AMTHOR,
INDIVIDUALLY,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

{NO149469-1}

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

~---------_.-

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rilles § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Courter & Company, Inc., be~t\;:.~erebY dismissed With pr«judice and Without

costs. '?> 1~''l.
j\)\.. 0

Dated: /New Y01k, New York t.. \'i;.'!!.~iQO~f\~te 0\:) ,2012 --"~~:.-:MMMd. ~~:.
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Courter & Company, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests sunnnary judgment

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 100738/03

SO ORDERED, -~~~~=:::::::~--:e-----

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON I.A.S. Part 30

--=-~-=- ' (Heitler,1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



:FILEO' ~l
i JUL 03 2012 ;

COUNTy CLERK'S .'" ,
"", _ NEW YORKOFFICi

.~~.~

JUN 2820ll

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

.~.. ,.. ,,_. ".

Plaintiff(s),

Defendants.

- against-

-------------

Index No.: 100738/03

Dated: , II ~ ,2012
New,-York, New York

~"~" -...
A'~'~"'2:()u 0 1 :

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '~~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

RICHARD W. AMTHOR,

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION



JUL 03 2012

UNTY CLERK'S OFFiCE
NEW YORK

F I LED

JUN 28201Z1

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

Index No.: 100741103

----------------

SO ORDERED, -;-;1.s~~~~:;:;-:-:-;------

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: 10 JIf, 2012
New York, New York

,f\",-.JU. t;,
,"=,~(...../

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

JOHN CARBONE,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



JUN 28201l

. ,

FFi LED
JUt 03 2012

Index No.: 100741/03

r
NO opposr~TYCLERK'S OJ-;'';CE

SUMMARY JUDGMENt=W YORK
MOTION ~--

T eN. Mege
SEGAL McCA
SINGER & NEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-75JM2-------------,..

SO ORDERED, .........,;::-+-_~~~-_-_--

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: (p/! K ,2012
New York, New York

,/f", c..... =i-A"~~'''' '~" 't .. ' 'T"~....

~:).'" ~'<~.'" \1 .' '.. . ,!""" 'f" """.' .t-VU (..,,) ,-,,~' .
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .~~'"
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.~
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

- against-

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND,

------------------



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 100864-03
108768-03

JUN 282012

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31704

ED
JUt.. 03 2012

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Michael 1. Russo

~-----------

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

-----------------------------------------x

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, ---~-:::::!I--~Y---~-

5048310v.l



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 100864-03
108781-03

JUN 282.011

UL 03 20\2
Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

~~[W YOHK Attorney for Defendant
QOUNTYCLER~SO~A.W.CHESTERTONCOMPANY
..-: 150 East 42nd Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31712

Hon. Sherry K. Heider

5048151v.l

SO ORDERED, __----'~=...J!:............-=---~---

Frank . Ortiz, sq.
W Z & LUXENBERG

torneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are herebydismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

__to~/_'2.-__

Joseph Lattanzio

_________________________________________ x

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 100866-03
111237-03

JUN 28,011

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attomey for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.30239

5048096v.l

SO ORDERED, --+----,F---"~~----

NEW YORK
OQUNT'i~SOrrK/6

Frank M. rdz, Esq.
WEIT & LUXENBERG
Attom~ys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Dated: New York, New York

~

--------------

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there·

being no opposition thereto,

_________________________________________ x

Dominic J. Elario

_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION



NO OPPOSITION
SU~ARYJUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

~r;7/L~
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Doychak, Andrew
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 JUN 282012

Plaintiffs,

-against-

Defendants.

HOWARD O'DELL, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
ANDREW DOYCHAK, AND OLLIE
DOYCHAK, INDIVIDUALLY,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Dated: NWzt:York
. ,2012

Han. She:l1t¥-«:l l(J'l

~------------

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

SO ORDERED, --------Je----J-T~.....-L.----

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

costs.

opposition thereto,

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

. , . :h.,*,'r'\ ~'f'(')\'('
ttorney for Defendant

Oakfabco Inc.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

- .... ~, ..._~--,

SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK I' F , lED 'I
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL JUl 03 2012 ;
ASBESTOS LITIGATION !I.A.S. PartfOC , ')

: (Beitler, l.A< -.O..,U.,NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
-T-H-rS-n-O-C-UM-E-N-T-R-E-PE-R-S-y-O-:------'! NEW YORK

i Index No.: 100904/03, 105654/03



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-against-

HOWARD O'DELL, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
ANDREW DOYCHAK, AND OLLIE
DOYCHAK, INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: Neld.~t. rWYOrk
~ ,2012

without costs.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED,----~--r./iL-------

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

~------------

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

and there being no opposition thereto,

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

~.

flFJlEO-'
NYCAL I JUL 03 2012
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.) f COUNTY CL....., .. -..let-ICE

-T-H-I-S-n-O-C-U-M--E-N-T-R-E-F-E-R-S-T-O-:-----------c ~ - --.. NEW VCRI'
Index No.: 1~, 105654/03 ---J.

::It:tf::::; /!Z.dL;T2f-~
....CI 8, SfJ·Y1m~~

Attorney for Defendant, Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tislunan Liquidating Corp. Doychak, Andrew
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550Q JUN 282012



JUl 03 2012

JUN 28201Z

NO OPPOSITION
! SUMMARY JUDGl\1ENT
!MOTION AND ORDERPlaintiffs,

2082-11781

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Doychak, Andrew
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

I ~~~~OO

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Defendants.

-against-

HOWARD O'DELL, as Personal Representative
for the Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK, and
OLLIE DOYCHAK, Individually,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant,Kelltlle Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, -+--.'---+- _

-------------------

: NYCAL
l.A.S. Part 30

--:--::----c-~=__:_=__:_=__~:___:_----~ (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlr-E
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: NE b'~

Index No.: 1OO~';"1056¥X/~9~~,~_" ~
~'_._~I......



Index No.: 100904/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

JUN 282012

I
JUL 03 201Z;~

COU~Cl~~~'S OFFICe' 'l
.€'-~"-<--~---Tl---+---,,,,.e-- NEW YORK _..J

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

soORDERED'_~~~~~M~__

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendan1s, 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: ~/I <6' ,2012
New York, New York

~n.-4·Detmis Geier, Esq.'
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

WElL-MCLAIN, et al., '

ANDREW DOyeRAK,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

t:.: 'vii I' '-'

-.....~.........._ ....IRK'S lJ•• ",CE

J 'fer L. Budner. Esq; _---"_~
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100

New York. NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s).

- against-

Fr . Ortiz. Esq.
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P. •

Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York. NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -~~=;;C---iE~-__---

JUN 2820llJ

Index No.: 100918/03

WHEREFORE. Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice. and there being no

.opposition thereto.

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed JUhfrejUdiCe and without costs

to either party. r leO ;
Dated: CoIcl (, ,2012 JUL 0 3 2012 .

New York, New York

WElL-MCLAIN. et al.•

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ..

RONALD BOCHNIASZ.

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

~-------------------



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JUN 282012

Index No.: 100904/03, 105654103

I NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

HOWARD O'DELL, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
ANDREW DOYCHAK, AND OLLIE
DOYCHAK, INDIVIDUALLY,

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal.

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, aU claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED, --~~--"'"o...,.e;-~-----

JUL 03 lOll
Dated: Nfiwrork, ~ewYork .'

\.0\) :6'.\. ,2012 ,.' (l..i
~vN~ yCLCRKs

1.... Je

~ lJ!itL 7'~ L-rK~.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Doychak, Andrew
MCGNNEY &KLUGER,P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 Ne, ew York 10003
(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500

defendant, Courter & Company, InF"~t~e hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________________---' (HeitIer, J.)



Plaintiffs,

JUN 282012

JUL 03 2012

FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

HOWARD O'DELL, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATNE FOR THE ESTATE OF
ANDREW DOYCHAK, AND OLLIE
DOYCHAK, INDIVIDUALLY,

Dated: NO,,! Ye<£ow YorkJ2 (\,2012

without costs.

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

SO ORDERED, __~,......,.~~~ _

being no opposition thereto,

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

Defendants.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

-against-

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

~
QJUI~~~ur"!CE

G ~7;?h~~:'fufrrn1\ Ctfl\ ~=~~~"=':"'=:""'=;::;':::~""'""--
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Doychak, Andrew
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 (212t?58-5500

: NYeAL
i LA.S. Part 30________________~! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '
! Index No.: 100904/03, 105654/03,,,,
,,

!NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, l)

Index No: 100918-03

JUN 282012

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.29838

Ronald J.G. Bochniasz

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

-----------------------------------------x

5048024v.l

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

FI LE D

~----------

Dated: New York, New York

Fr M. Ortiz, Esq.
" EITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

JUL 03 2011
so ORDERED, -----fo'--'''--''l-l----

iii;W "~KF'_""'!;"!2p. Sherry K.
QOUNTYa..eHK1i~



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

1122-20511

JUN 28201l

F' LED

Plaintiffs,

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

i Index No.: 101635/03,
PATRICIA A. CREGAN, as Proposed :
Adminstratrix for the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN, i
SR. and PATRICIA A. CREGAN, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

Dated: ~or8teWYOrk
l ,2012

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

without costs.

SO ORDERED, --'-~r---Jof-~f--------

and there being no opposition thereto,

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Karya~=-'::""=:'----
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
i (HeitIer, J.)

----~-----------~

Defendants. JUl 03 201l------------------'
COUNTY C"'~S nr.:EI~C. '1

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & COIDf:n:: Ih'NEW'1tmK,..eyue'MS : summary
,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing



2571-1442

JUN 282012

Index No.: 101635/03,

j NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Q pOft:- t£<StA
Attorney for Plaintiffs t U I

Cregan, John 1. Sr.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

FI LED

NEW YORK
----I!~~~~

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

-against-

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Plaintiffs,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests srunmary judgment in the

Defendants.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

PATRICIA A. CREGAN, as Proposed Adminstratrix
for the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN, SR. and
PATRICIA A. CREGAN, Individually,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

opposition thereto,

costs.

Jason iem , Esq.
Atto ey for Defendant
o bco Inc.
M IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)------------------

~------------_.-



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JUN 282012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 101635/03,

1 AQk Patt-
At'tomey for Plaintiffs I

Cregan, John J. Sr.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

-against-

Dated: Net ~rl'£\WYork
,2012

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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,

"
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same '£'tty d\"issed with prejudice and

without costs. f \ L \,
: \

'.J'l\. 0 ~ 11\'1.

~~OR~Offlo&
.~

SO ORDERED, ~--.I-----=----__

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

PATRICIA A. CREGAN, as Proposed
Adminstratrix for the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN,
SR. and PATRICIA A. CREGAN, Individually,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

-----------------~



defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

2082-11804

JUN 28Z012

JUL 03 2012

Plaintiffs,

FILED
Dated: New.)'~w York

t \ ,2012.. \.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

costs.

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SO ORDERED, --~--A:::.>"""-~I-------

Ja e B. Coop r, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

no opposition thereto,

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Defendants.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et af.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-against-

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

iNYCAL
~ LAS. Part 30

--------------------'1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

! Index No.: 101635103,
PATRICIA A CREGAN, as Proposed i
Adminstratrix for the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN, :
SR. and PATRICIA A CREGAN, Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
; MOTION AND ORDER

.~------------_.-



2383·25982K

NO OPPOSITION
SUMrndARYJUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

f11J,~1F~II.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Flaherty, Robert
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New Yor ..¥orkl0003

558-5500

JUL 03 2012

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT FLAHERTY AND MARJORIE
FLAHERTY,

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

and there being no opposition thereto,

Index No.: 126686/02, 104011103

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and C1;'OSS claims against
\:

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the salJ JL£iDsedlwith prejudice and
\.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Dated: ~.York, New York
<--JUs\f \~ ,2012

without costs.

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

.--__~ _=_--------------' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

,

----------------



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 104416/2003
12693412002

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

JUN 28 201Z

Ro IgO rmand, Jr., E q.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

Plaintiff,

SILVIO CESTRA,

-against-

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aI.,

Defendant.
----.---.--------.--------.--------.--------.--------.---.--------.---J(

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----.------------.--------.----.--------.------------.------------.---J(

In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

--.------------.------------.----.--------.----------------------------J(
This document relates to:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR·OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

----------------

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

and without costs.

Dated: Harrison, New York (XO.I i'. ,~

~ED
WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.

Attorneysfor Plaintiff JUL 0 3 2012
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003._\ .,_.
(212)558-5500 r'H-N 'r~

CLU~IY~S~

SO ORDERED:



and without costs.

Index No.: 104155/2003
126935/2002

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

JUN 28 l012

Plaintiff,

-against-

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN,

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
p--~----~----~p--------------p----p-------~----~----------p---------p--)(

In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----._---._-------------.P---------p--~------p-------- ~_p_)(

This document relates to:

Defendant.
-p--~-p--~----~----~----._P--~-p-_._--_._------------- ~ )(

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

Honorable She,. ,,=,,"",£10.'''''''-

SO ORDERED:

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all clas and cross-claims against defendant

WElTZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

Dated: Harrison, New York OG. Iif./,(
~~----.. _-

F I L E O
Rodri
MA , GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneysfor Defendant

JUL 0 3 2012 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501

!\leW "(OHK Harrison New York 10528
C:OUN"' y ~LEHK'S Vrll~1f4) 412~7300

~----------------



Index No.: 104381/2003
126934/2002

NYCAL
lA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

Rodr 0 Armand, Jr., Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER-DORR~OLIVERBOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

JUL 03 2012

00.1,,_.~

WALTER RABINOWITZ,

-against-

Plaintiff,

KEELER-DORR OLNER BOILER COMPANY, et ai.,

Defendant.
p--------------------~---------p---------p----p----p--------------p---)(

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----p----p-------------------------------------------p-----------------)(

In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

--------------------------------p----p----p-------------p----p----p----)(
This document relates to:

ORDERED, that upon notice to F1dtdE' Oclas ~d cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudice

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

and without costs.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY,

Dated: Harrison, New York

SOORDE~

Honorable she1TYcit1=HeitlefJSE

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New Yark, New Yark 10003
(212)558-5500

~--------------_.-



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

Index No.: 104417/2003
126934/2002

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

~I L F \) Rodr" 0 Armand, Jr.,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP
Attorneys/or Plaintiff JUL 03 2012 Attorneys/or De/endant
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER

New York, New York 10003 NEW') UHh. COMPANY
(212)558-5500 COUNTY CLEf\~t;OfrdOO Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501

, Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

SO ORDERED:

KEELER-DORRMOLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cOMdefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORRMOLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

Dated: Harrison, New York

and without costs.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORRMOLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

-against-

Plaintiff,

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aI.,

Defendant.
___M MM MM MM MM MM MM MM M M MM_J(

JOHN T. CASSIDY,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK__ MM MM M MM MM MMM MM MM MM MM MJ(

In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LlTIGATION____M M MM MM MMM MM MM MMM MM M MJ(

This document relates to:



Dated: New Yor New York

~F I L F ,...

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitter

MOTION AND ORDER

i
I

Index No.: l05654}03 JUl 03 'J!.

100904101= '-... t ..

..... COU.. N.iJY CLEA""S Ol+k,t;:
NO OPPOSITION ' ... __ NEW YORK .
SUMMARY JUDGMENT .. -.-=0

Lisa Busch, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorney for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York. NY 10003

-against·
Plaintiffs,

JUN 282011

WHERI!:F'ORE, Defendant, PACeAR [NC., and its Wlincorporated division PETERBILT

Defendants.____._. .._.* ~_~_. __•.. ~---··--x

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

PACCAR. INC., et al.,

ORDERED, that upon notice to aU co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter ''PACeM'') 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,

SillREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNfY OF NEW YORK
~_••••_••_~__~_.__•__••__•__~~._••_.__.~ ~ ••--x

IN RE: NEW YORK. CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
____________._•• ~ • ._- __-••-.-••----.-_-.-.x

ANDREW DOYCHAK and ALLffi DOYCHAK,



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

Index No: 105654-03
100904-03

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 420d Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.30023

JUN 282011

Andrew Doychak

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

-----------------------------------------x

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED, -------"-=-f+----
F I L ~. rJrry~· Hel er

JUL 03 2012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

S048083v.l NEW'tCn« .

Cc,JrnV ClE-u\:bOFFlCE

/UIL~~
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
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ORDER

imothyM.
RICHARD
Attorney fI efendant
Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598

JUN 282011

'Jut 0 3 20\2

ANDREW DOYCHAK

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross-claims

against defendant Consolidated Edison q~mpf;J-JL, EkQC., be and the same are hereby
:

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Hon. Sherry

dismissed with prejudice and without coSts.

SO ORDERED:

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 105654/03 & 100904/03

ASSIGNED TO:
--~------------------------~----------~--~~---------------~--~-----------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

TMc:CC(jpk)
5/18/12

Our File No
8-5011-03



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. sherry1@ef t·tl~ O·
lAS Part 30 C;

JUL 03 2012

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company an G~o ar C ada Inc.

264 est th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

Defendants.
---------------------------------------------------------------J(

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, lS.C.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------~-----~------.-----------.----------------------~-----.--J(

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---~.-----------~----------------------------------------------J(

HOWARD O'DELL, as Personal Representative for: Index No. 105654/04
the Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK, and OLLIE 100904/03
DOYCHAK, Individually,

~~¥Q iWHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & R---_....~"'t.~Qli/(GOodyeai

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case:Sp~«.o-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.

WEITZ & LUJ(ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Dated: New York, New York

- (2y;;,1-1_-----'
SO ORDERED: ~__~~-=~ _

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

By:~%ei1r
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq
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NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER

Index No.: 105654-03

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, l)

Hon. S~~"",,1Ji
SO ORDERED: -+_~~'---------

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff s complaint against Defendant

Dated: NeY"JZ York, .New York JUL a3 2012
6L~ 1- ,2012

bUlLe 7;?L. ~~- < ~utri;~;LJ:V=.tjY<':K)·~~.. (aeI:l~~~----
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq:T Brian Sorens , Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
N York 10005

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant Lipe Automation Corpora.tion ~and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice. : ,.'l
and WIthout costs. F: 0

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above~entitled case, pursuant

HOWARD O'DELL, as Personal Representative
for the Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK,
and OLLIE DOYCHAK

This Document Relates to:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

.~~~_._--~~--~----~-----------~-----~-~~_._---~-_._-----------~--_.-



Index No.: 100731/03,105149/03
,,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Roberts, Champ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New Y~~I0003

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

Dated: N w York,lJ~ York
-Hf-C--__S__, 2012

2571-1342

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

--------------

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the saT' areJ!:elbCis!sl)with'prejudice and without

costs. ;

opposition thereto,

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS,

SO ORDERED, -~-\--+M'--7=----~tN2820,t

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Jason iemer, Esq.
Atto I ey for Defendant
Oak bco Inc.
Me IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 road Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

NYCAL
l.A.s. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

----------------~



Han. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

By: ~-J£(tZA-bk
21Jeifer T. Childs

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

FI LED

Plaintiffs,

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS and CAROLYN Index No. 105959103
DUPLESSIS,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

--------------

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

By~74~
Frank Ortiz

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: Newark, ew York

Dated: New York, New York

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED: --Jk~~~~~~~~~
Han.

, !
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\ Index No.: 108205/03,

\ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
\ MOTION AND ORDER

0: e~ t 2:.S(1.\
tomey for amtIffs 0

Shaw, John L.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUt 03 2012

NEWYOHK
COUNTY CLERl(SQAl..-

Plaintiffs,

-against-

;/~a~-
Jamli'B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: Ne~.. 1rgrw York
,2012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kenti1e Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the sameF rrt' ~1)d with prejudice and without

oo~. .

no opposition thereto,

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

JOHN L. SHAW AND KAREN ANN SHAW,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

_________________--'\ (Heitler,1.)
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NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Atto ey for Plaintiffs
La anzio, Joseph
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

F'LED

!'l\:'Y'4 lOhl'

COUNTY cLERt<:

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

opposition thereto,

Index No.: 108781/03,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JOSEPH LATTANZIO AND EVELINA
LATTANZIO,

SO ORDERED, -----:_~~_-_-_

Dated: New Y~.~w York----lD o(,Y \,2012

Jason
Atto
Oakfi co Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

costs.

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

----------------~
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!Index No.: 108781103,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,,,,,

F' 1.~E 0
JUL 03 2012

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S Of

Attorney,fi laintiffs
Lattanzio, Joseph
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

~ (212) 558-55Qll...--

.-&~ JUN28201Z'
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOSEPH LATTANZIO AND EVELINA
LATTANZIO,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

without costs.

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

Dated:Ne~,;~~~

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

nstine Kennedy Flo
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

: NYCAL
!LA.S. Part 30

________________------~! (Heider, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
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Index No.: 108781/03,

JUN 2820'2.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

FILE 0

for Plaintiffs
Latt io, Joseph
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
700 Broadway
New York, New Yprk 10003
(212

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

~~a-
JamiffCOoper, Esq. -------

Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: NeW~~~YOrkto ... [) ,2012

costs.

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, ---+------='¥P-~+_------

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JOSEPH LATTANZIO AND EVELINA
LATTANZIO,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

1235·23640

JUN 282012

; NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

,

!Index No.: 108781/03,

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

I

being no opposition thereto,

Dated: Ne~,~~WYOrk_J- ~ ,2012

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

JOSEPH LATTANZIO AND EVELINA
LATTANZIO,

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are tsebY\dismiSSed with prejudice and

without costs. .•. f \ L E \
\
'\

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SO ORDERED,-u=1i:i,~~~~b--
Hon.

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30
j (Heitler, J.)

----------~------~
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108781103,

!NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
; MOTION AND ORDER

,,,
,

,

Att ey for Plaintiffs
Lattanzio, Joseph
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI,

i Index No.:
JOSEPH LATTANZIO and EVELINA LATTANZIO, ;

,,

r
defendant, Courter & Compap TCl~e~ Dsame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

1122-23990

JUL 03 2012
Dated: Ne:y:t~~WYOrktoM ,2012 NEWYOAK

~um~_~

Kcrry~-----
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, _-:-:;---~~~~~-:-- _

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

__________________~1 (Heitler, J.)



defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

2571·1449

i NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

FI LE 0
JUL 03 2012

l COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE '
__ ~ NEW YORK

~~4

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

: NYCAL
i I.A.S. Part 30

,~ ~ ----'! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

i Index No.: 108806/03,

Dated: Ne14lZ+ew York
,2012

costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc" with prejudice in this action, and there being no

Jason Ri er sq.
AttorneJ}' for efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Oakfa I 0 Inc. Kinsella, Louis
MeG EY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 B ad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New Yark, New York 10004 New Yark, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ~(n2)558-5500 _

SO ORDERED, _~~~~
Han. rry lein Heitler"U

'N282012

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

opposition thereto,

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

~~--------------_.-
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 109851103

JUL 03 lUll

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

JUN 282012

RAYMOND 1. MOORE

ll'.Lt~~~O' LL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, p.e.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.90957

SO ORDERED, fl.2I
-==-=~eillHeider

Frank Ortiz, sq. .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.~
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

--------------



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 110568/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

MARKS, , O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.e. I::!. _I
Attorneys for Adience f/kJ~, I'c., r::
improperly named as Premier Reff'aetorie::)
Inc. f/kJa Adience, Inc. f/kJa BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road JUL 03 201
Elmsford, New York 10523 2
(914) 345-7301 COU'
File No.: 473.90939 NI \ ""~

bOFFICI;

EDWARD MCGRATH

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

JUN 282011

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. fIkIa Adience, Inc. fIkIa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,-l~~~~k1~~--



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 110798/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 28 201Z

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a 8MI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. f/k/a 8MI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523

14) 345-7301
ile No.: 473.90937

JUL 03 2012

I'dt; 'tv Y.') ,.- I""OU' . " .1\

lit .. Nl Y CLERK'S OFFICE

FRANKLIN MASON

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

Dated:_~~~~-+-~"o:--
f~r'f -""-'1'+-

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/klaBMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/kla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kla

Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, ----f-----;l-~~+----

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

~--------------



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, 1.)

Index No: 111041103

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUL 03 2012

M S,O' ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.e.
Attorneys for Adience flkJa BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI

NEv,<\ ..-" 530 SawMill River Road
goUNTY C\.£RK'l:) OFFlClflmsford, New York 10523
'"' (914) 345-7301

P' 5

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

RAYMOND E. EVRARD, SR.

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla

Adience, Inc, flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

SO ORDERED, ----T-~'-----=-¥-----

Frank rtiz,Esq,~ .,::;"

WEITZ & LUXENBEF' ".4 )..,\Q
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s -
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500
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NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, 1.)

Index No: 111232/03

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flkJa BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k1a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.909 8

JUL 03 1011

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

MAKSO MATURA

': f1LED

NO OPPOSITION
·'W ''lUI,"'. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

~I::eu;~~SOrf\OE MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/kla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/kJa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flkJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kla

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated:
:'-.,..-~~~?-''-+~"''r---:

51

SO ORDERED,-~~~Z;~~~k--

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 111237103,

Attorne for Plaintiffs
Elario, ominic J.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 100Q.J
(212) 558-S"'HLU_-

JUL 03 2012

I~EWYORK

COuNTY CLE.R~S OfFlCi~

Jaso
Atto, y for Defendant
Oak bco Inc.
M IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendanF1jlaims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the samJ:rJheky dismissed with prejudice and without

2571-1356

SO ORDERED, -------1f:::-=~=-b~¥-------

opposition thereto,

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

DOMINIC J. ELARIO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________________~ (Heider, 1.)



2082-11622tJUN 28201l

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY.JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A¥rney for Plaintiffs
ario, Dominic 1.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

700 Broadw
New York, New York 10003

/L_(2+2}558~5500

SO ORDERED, ,.. l'.tV "!'oJ

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

Index No.: 111237103,
DOMINIC J. ELARIO,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Defendants.

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 FIOOrs,~C.,~1!ege are hereby dismissed with prejndice and withont

costs.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

\.}l 0 '3 1.\)\'l
Dated: Ne~~o=t~YOrk J

ta4. c:z6-\, 2012 NEW'<ORK .\CS
\ couN1'l C\,.E.~S o!f..:--

,,_~/7___
Jam(;13.coopehs'l
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

~~~~---:-~---:--~=-:-:,-- ~: (Heitler, 1.)

----------



1235-1984

JUN 282012

JUL 03 1.012

NEW YORK fACE
__r-lOO NlY ~O

i Index No.: 111237/03,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

A t ey for Plaintiffs
E ario, Dominic J.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

Defendants.

DOMINIC J. ELARIO,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

being no opposition thereto,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are heref:dtrrte1:"'i~rejU~iCe and

withoutcosts.:,
!

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

SO ORDERED, ------=....----l,,;;:=-::::;;oj~LL--->f'--------

: NYCAL
i I.A.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~



1122-2467

JUN 282012

NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

Att ey for Plaintiffs
Elario, Dominic J.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558~-~55~ -

H0 n. "'l.h<;,"""""

Defendants.

DOMINIC J. ELARIO,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cO-defenlt,,1 cla~ms and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be~ tie \me are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. J\.}\. Q?> 1~''Z.

.. ,~ ,,<o\-\y,. ...~
\~~~~SOff\~

COUl'\1'l C

and there being no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

SO ORDERED, ~-----+---P-I~~rr-~---

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 111237/03,

Kerryann . Coo sq.
Attorney for efendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)---------------------'



2383-26412

! NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,,,,

,

i Index No.: 111237/03,
,

Attq Y for Plaintiffs
EI 0, Dominic J.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New .orklO003
(212 0

JUL 03 2012

istine Kennedy Flore ,
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Hon.

without costs.

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

and there being no opposition thereto,

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

Defendants.

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

-against-

Plaintiffs,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

DOMINIC 1. ELARIO,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

iNYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

________________--'i (Heitler, J.)



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, 1.)

Index No: 111586/03 &
100476/04

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.e.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, lnC.,ra BMI
530 Saw Mill River ..~oad , l ~ D·
Elmsford, New Yorki 105 &; .
(914) 345~7301 f;
File No.: 473.90955; JUt 0.3 _

i~JlIffR!

J:;-~Ziiidt8'N.{g

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

GLENN BUDD MILLER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintifrs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

SO ORDEREDI~=::::=_-+---4c::::~-3f- _

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

~-------------



2571-1873

"UN 28201Z

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~-=-~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stephen P. Muxie
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558~5500

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

JUL 03 2012

FI LED

-against-

A.C. & S., INC., et aI.,

Oakfabco, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

WHEREFORE, detendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests sununary judgment in the above

Ker nn C , Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Oakfabco, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: N w York, New York

1..1 ,2012

SO ORDERED, --........-=:::~---f:lA---...J'----------

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

STEPHEN MUXIE,
Index No.: 111589/03

{N0152142-1}

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

___________________' (HeitJer, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



{N0152141-1}

Index No.: 111589/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

thereto,

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

A.C. & S., INC., et aI.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

STEPHEN MUXIE,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Dated: New York, New York

~--- t", , 2012

~~~~F~,L~0 ~d3IJ!k----------
r an ok, Esq. i

Me IVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. JUL 0 3 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants 2012 Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation NEW Stephen P. Muxie
80 Broad Street - 23r~TY C YO:q,K 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 LEftK~ UrFICe New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558~5500

SO ORDERED, --~~Son..c.'-S-+he-rry-A·=le"'J-it-A-··-'e-it1-e~~~~~~~~~------"":":'~~:_1:8 2012



{N0152143-1}

1122-2320

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stephen P. Muxie
700 Broadway
New Yark, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 lJUN 2, 820'2

Plaintiff(s),

Defendant(s).

-against-

A.C. & S., INC., et aI.,

---------------

Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

opposition thereto,

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

WHEIlliFORE, detendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

FI LE 0
costs.

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

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,
Index No.: 111589103

SO ORDERED, -----=--loc=~~.:v____~:__----

Dated: Ne'f :o.rk, New york

~
~"'t/ ,2012 JUL 031011~fJ h~ _
~CoU~~~~'OFEl~----

Kerry , Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Courter & Company, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509·3456



JUN 28 ZOlZ

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

LYNeR DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Co any 0 year C da Inc.

264 est Oth Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

~against-

Plaintiff(s),

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.

Dated: New York, New York

Defendants.

._-------.---------------------.-.-._-----.--------------------){

By~l.£;,
Matthew MacIntyre sq.

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: Newl,o{il:rr{ork

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

~~::'~:'~~~~~CITY------------'-'---~ NYCAL !, F I LEO
__________________~~_~_~_~!~~~_~_~~~~_~~=~I_~~ X JUL 03 201l'
DWE~?L~ ALEXANDER, Individually and Index No. lI158~/O:cOUNlY CLE '
as AdmlIDstratrix for the Estate ofWALKER NEW YiROKS Qh ;~~
ALKEXANDER JR., -" FU<

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED: ~~~~~L- __



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider,
lAS Part 30

JUl 03 2012

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Co any 0 year C da Inc.

264 est oth Street
New York, New York 10018

(212) 3j::2jOOL E 0

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-.---.-.----.--------.-.---------------------.----.-------_._._){
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-.---.-------------._---.--_..-.-.------------.------------_._.){
DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, Individually and Index No. 111589103
as Administratrix for the Estate of WALKER
ALKEXANDER JR.,

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 Yor , Ne York

WEITZ & LU){ENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Dated: New York, New York

Defendants.

-..-.-----------------.------------.------.-.-.---------··--._·X

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

BY~~.
Matthew MacIntyre sq.

· .



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 111590/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 2820fZ

MARKS, 0' L, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY,P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a 8MI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a 8MI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No. : 473.90927

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

GEORGEF~"f~r. T1

JUl 0 3 1.~"~

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI,·hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

SOORDE



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 111592/03

MARK , ILL, O'BRIEN
. & COURTNEY, p.e.
Attorneys for Adience fIkIa BMI, Inc.,

"'properly named as Premier Refractories,
We. elk/a Adience, Inc. elk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

JUL 03 201l Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345~730

~L:.W YUhi1 E' 3.90926

X~~¥=~~~,...t,~~,,~
~1I,il'.......",,~;r "',;,

ELIAS GAFFEN

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION

..
c4"1\\fi'N.'" ....c··i.~ c:\~~s orr\Ci. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

_______---'~ 1\Sol' MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/aBMI, Inc" improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff s complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc" improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

JUN 28 lOlZ

SO ORDERED, ----+---!Icbo<C'-----L-----



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 111593/03 &
111966/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

MARKS, ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a 8MI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flk/a 8MI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File:ill~~':?V':1

EMANUEL DE~BISCEGLIA

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'fION
This Document Relates to:

SVPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flkJa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

JUN 282012

SO ORDERED, ---=----.,f--...::---4-----

Fra iz, Esq. """""-'S'
WEITZ & Lux&Blb.E ~,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Rot !foaclDy n JUL 0 3 2012
New ~r~yII4\)03

(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK

JUL. 0 3 200UNlY CLER~SOFFiCE

{ORK
:~..,.... 't' (:~S OFFiCE



Index No.: 111594-03 &
112207-03

T /'.)UJ #J ' - -

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

JUL 03 2012

e . Halbardier, Esq.
BARR CTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Defendant
FULTON BOILER WORKS
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor

York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.C. & S., INC.

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

'JUN 282012

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

§3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request

Defendant(s).

--------------------------------------------------------------)(

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dfis'e~iJ: D

X.:/cases/FBW47383/legalfNOSJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------)(
FRED MACK,

SO ORDERED,____ ___
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

prejudice and without costs.

{.;,\\\ \\l..

~JA ~~~.-
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, . .
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



Index No.: 111589/03

,
I
'.

FILEol

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

JUL 03 2012

h COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
~---- NEW YORKLin& T:FOSter

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Th~rd.Avenue, Suite 1100
ew York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff{s),

- against-

Dated: 1.0 IIY ,2012
New York, New York

2f.J?'L7~4
Matthew MacInytre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558·5500

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

SO ORDERED,----\-.~t-.t------

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant WeilpMcLain 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.

JUN 28Z0JZ

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

WALKER ALEXANDER, JR.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION



...~~
.........

".....~.

· .
TMc:CCGpk)
5/18/12

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON,
INDEX NO.
111589/03
ASSIGNED TO:
HON. SHERRY KLEIN REITLER

WALKER ALEXANDER, JR.

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
INO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

I
,WDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER
______________________________________________________ -------------- - __ 1

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

----------------
JUN 282011

imothy M.
RICHA W. ABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorney r efendant
Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Inc.
4 Irving Place

32f12h~/ N_~york,NY 10003-3598

HO~-;'~-~-SO ORDERED:

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Nt~~r~,.NewYork \' , LEO
J~-- /~ d-o/~d_~. .......

~r~4

Our FileNo
S~5322-03



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

ETTORE MONTELEONE

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30. (Heitler. l)

Index No: 111594/03 &
112205/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-------------

')

JUN 282012

ARK • L, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier~r,.ctjries,
Inc. ftWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a B8fi I l.. I:'
530 Saw Mill River Road "
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/kla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintifrs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/kla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkJa

Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated~ ~~ r ~.112
(J ~L)--++-

Frank Ortiz, Esq. :;:::=~~~~z~:::::-------

SO ORDERED, ;:a...~~~_--:- _

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

F, ,
.........

FRED MACK

.,......
; rJ

JUl 03 2012

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 111594/03 &
112207/03

~~~~LVV i uhf,
• , .~. J J ClERK'S OFFU

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 282012

M LL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.e.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. ftk/a Adience, Inc. ftk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File N4~0~.:.:;u...,J.,:tJ~*--""

Dated: --::'~Z!5rf~*~~_:

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkJa Adience, Inc. flkJa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a 8MI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. flkJa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, ------r::.'------,¥-~-----

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITlGATlON
This Document Relates to:

ROBERT KIRBY

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 111622/03 &
113486/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Jmn~-------
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

. .90932

JUN 28 ZOlZ

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flklaBMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. fIkIa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ~----"-="..,e;-~r-------

~-----------_.-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

JOHN MARQUART

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 111624/03 &
111955/03

JUL 03 2012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 282011

MARKS, ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/kla BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

. We;·:A73.90936

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla

Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, ~:"""""'~----l:I~'i:b4------

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

--------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

MONROE EVANS

Fl LED

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, 1.)

Index No: 111626/03 &
121518/03

NE.W'(OHK
COUNTY~Seffl~

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN

L E 0
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flkla BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,

JUL 03 Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
2012 530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
CO NEW ~v;-,_;\ (914) 345-7301
~ mOFF9No.:473.90924

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

JUN 28 201t

-~----------_.-

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) F I
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,



\

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

RAYMOND E. KELLOGG

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 111642/03 &
117869/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~--------------

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/kJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/kJa Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/kJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kJa Adience, Inc. f/kJa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., .improperl, namei-fs ~mier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. f/kJa BMI, be and the same~ irL. et"'milJd with prejudice and without

JUN 282012

MARK , ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience flkla BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

. . 0930

JUL 032\1"2

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ~~~~ _
Hon. ...",.,-""1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

LOUIS ENDICK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 111642/03 &
118723/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkJaBMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkJa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flkJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkJa

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

JUN 28 lOll

J~.
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

__-f'it'e1'l'oo..: 473.90923

SO ORDERED, ------....7--------

Frank Ortiz, :E.sq.."~,,,,~,,".~;,

" ~
WEITZ & LU~JIE'G, ~. '(."
Attorneys for Pllintiff(s) ..... ".- ')
700 Broadway

New York, NY 1OQRh. 03 2012
(212) 558-5500

IV-. NEW YO~'f\
.1l"'o'UN1l'~~



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

ANGELA D'AMBROSIO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 111642/03 &
118438/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

"UN 282012

M O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

. .: 73.90916

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

SO ORDERED, --;~~';P6~~~-:-;---

Da~::",:.",fIt!>:Iooi.,.",,~.'~.~... ~~riBt~·.·.:::::,.·".,...".-.,;":~;: ...
U ..~/.... (.'/>~' );

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ";"':'::.'*'.~~~>,.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

,.Wi BfJadDY n
r"N~ fwk~YWf>03

(212) 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

.NYOh.<
C"".."", ~ CLER~SOFFiCe

-----------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

RUSSELL DUNN

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 111959/03 &
111590/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

JUN 282012

File No.: 473.90922

NE ,O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience ftk/a BMI, Inc.,

JUL 03 2012 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. ftk/a BMI

NEW YORK 530 Saw Mill River Road
(X),UN1Y Cl.ERK:~ 0fF_ford, New York 10523

- 1
JUL 03 2012

Frank Ortiz, ESq..(;::.,;~

WEITZ & LUXENBER. E
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Gf <1 L .
700 Broadway

F tt,llsQI0003

if::'W",-j
~U'~' YCLER~S Off~CE ~~

SO ORDERED, ~_----==~~:::.L.- _



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

ROBERT M. KENNEY

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 112033/03 &
111590/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~---------_lIm ._

!
,I

JUN 28 20,t

l"UU'\J~..u.:.i"u~ ..ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMb'r'
improperly named as Premie~~f"c~ie~ 0
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI ~
530 Saw Mill River Road JU
Elmsford, New York 10523 L 0 3 2012
(~14) 34.5-7301 (vt:~ '.
File No.. 473.9093 OOVN'rv '," If ,r,u""

1 CLJ; ,1\

11K'S OFFIce

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/kIa BMI,hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/kIa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -----4--,A-~~+__---



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

ANDREW 1. DUGGAN

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 112089/03 &
111589/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~-------------.-

JUN 282012

J~~

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkJa Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/kla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla

Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

'.:...A~~"",,,--~l--_'2012

SO ORDERED, --...=........".<--.._~+--_-

Frank j:zrAEsf' ",./ ';,~,,.," '1-,

WEIT.~NliRD~
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadw.~¥.

New York,~l~,hZ01Z
(212) 558-5500

i\JCl'V 'ut-O<
COUN \'t CLERK'S OFFlCE



, '

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
This document relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 112220-03
111594-03

DAY, RUSSELL E. (Dec.),

Plaintiff,

-against-

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant,
----------------------------------------------------------------------J{

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

with prejudice, anp. there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILE~ Co~rte~ ttJame are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs. !

'"'UN 282011

NLW' '-Ii

GOUN1Y~~~~~~~~--
, Esq.

MARIN G DMAN, LLP
Attorn for Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(914) 412-7300

----------------

:"..
Dated: Harrison, New York (Op.IS.IZ JUL 03 20

SO ORDERED:

7UL~~
WEITZ & LUJ{ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500



·..

TMc:CC(jpk)
5/22/12

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK.

INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 111594/03 & 112220/03

ASSIGNED TO:
~-------------------------------------~---~---~--------------------~------

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

RUSSELL DAY
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Timothy M.
RICH W ABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorney Ii r efendant
Consolidat Edison Company ofNew
York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims

against defendant Consolidated Edison~TtrevOk, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
JUL 03 20'2

Dated: w York, New York/t.rJ~/~\'4t;-N 'lUI""

o...UI.~~'1

SO ORDERED:

~---------------

Our File No
S-5480~03



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Re~s r:L ~ ~

RUSSELL D1\Y .. . .... I

JUL 03 2012

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, 1.)

Index No: 112220/03 &
111594/03

jilL: ·.'i 'tUt,.K
COUNTY CLER~S OFfiCI

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 28 101t

sq.

'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& CO NEY, P.e.
Attorneys for Adience flk/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
FileN . 13.90918

SO ORDERED, ----==---'oooL.---+l------

---------------

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkJa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flk/a

Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

D,~d.:~", c ~ r"'""\ «fP.-.
Fr~k ~rliZ, ~sq. I'" (/ ",.~~"

"'~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to:

FRANKINCANTALUPO

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heider, J.)

Index No: 113562/03 &
111622/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 282012

MARKS, L, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 47: .90929

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/k1a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

---------------

...
WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc" improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. flk/a Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

SO ORDERED, <:...-----'~~~_--_

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '~'

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
This Document Relates to:

CLIFFORD W. HYDE, SR.

--: I l r "'"'
.I

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, l)

Index No: 114319/03 &
111642/03

JUl. (\:J 2012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JUN 282012

M ILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/kla BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/kla Adience, Inc. f/kla BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 90928

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience flkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla

Adience, Inc. flkla BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

Frank Ortiz,Esq. ',.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.~
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, -----4'-------

~------------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 115312/03,
PETER HEINTZ, as Executor for the Estate of
THEODORE W. HEINTZ, and CATHLEEN
HEINTZ, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

2571-1357

Atto for Plaintiffs
Heintz, Theodore W.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

1
York, New York F' LE--" 1\

o-,l.~~-:-+--+-' 2012 ;

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED, ---l-------.&.."--JJ-----~..., n ~ 1.0\tl

Hon.~rt'Ml..l ,... r..,

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

~-------------

opposition thereto,

costs.

ie e Esq.
)) for Defendant
o Inc.

Me EY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
: NYCAL
: l.A.S. Part 30

__________________~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

RHODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal Representative
for the Estate ofIRVING KLINGSBERG and
RHODA KLINGSBERG, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

,

!Index No.: 116829/03,

,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
,,
,,
,

,,,,,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

2383-26580

l-JUN 28l01~

FILI!D

----------------

Dated: New~trk, l'Vew York
_~-... _-US1 ,2012

\

and there being no opposition thereto,

without costs.

ristine Kennedy Flores
Attorney for Defendant
Tislunan Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ------""~-7-------~
ein Heitl_afl.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
-----------------------------------------------------------------------){
This document relates to:

FRED D'AMBROSIO, as Proposed Executor for the Estate
of ANGELA D'AMBROSIO,

Plaintiff,

-against-

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

"
Defendant.

----------------------------------------------------------------------){

NYCAL
I.A.S. PART 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 111642/03; 118438/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

D~,2012
-eo -.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway F 'I .. "*'
New York, New York 1000 ~I~,- r· I
(212)558-5500

JUL 03 2012

~
Paul Josephs, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

JUN 28lOll

-



I

."
CLB56288/legal/nosjrn
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---~-------------------------------------------------------------)(
ANGELA D'AMBROSIO,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 118438/03 &
111642/03

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

\\

II

II
'II
1\
ii
i l,I

Ii,I
II

\
I
1
I

II
II
II
!i
I:
i:

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS,~clbJ.dEDe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. JUL 0 3 2012

--i2IJ ~~~~~o·"'--""'lf:·~.~.)a---------
~Sq. Suz e Halbardier, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg '-I~SIf!l Attor~ for Defendant
700 Broadway lQ . CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
New York, New York 10003 Barry McTiernan & Moore

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(2 t7J313-3600

~-

SO ORDERED,

JUN 28 201Z

------------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 121518/03
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MONROE H. EVANS,

- against-

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

~-------..._---------_.-

F' LE 0
JUL 03 2012

~'~-----iel1l1i L. Udl1ef, ESq:
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

~)651-7500

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

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: \.{L1 ,2012
New York, New York

SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 126686/02, 104011/03
ROBERT FLAHERTY AND MARJORIE
FLAHERTY,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs'complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

1122-23948JUN 28 20ll

ffll e..- t., t,A.(.. \ Ff"'rNf../I.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Flaherty, Robert
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
,212) 558-5500

Dated:~ark, New YdrlUl 0 3 2012
:JunE.. \5 ,2012

NEw'YORK
)aJ\1IffY~~

.~A-

--------------

defendant, courter.'I< c'Fany, Inc., be aud the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.:. I LED

and there being no opposition thereto,

SO ORDERED, -----''''''''---='''bo'''---'-------

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: NYCAL
1 I.A.S. Part 30

_______________---': (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 126686/02, 104011103
ROBERT FLAHERTY AND MARJORIE
FLAHERTY,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

1235-248P

JUN 28201Z

1'1{G-t, o.d FA-vv<-{l
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Flaherty, Robert
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 ~"'

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F , LED '
;

i

Dated:~ York, New York
<-- >.i'\£.. \~ ,2012

SO ORDERED, ------t?~I"C>",,~-----

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

------------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.) .------------------'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 126935/02, 104174/03

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATERPRODUcrS CO., etal.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212. dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company. Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

~--------------_.-

1122-23966

'. JUN 28 L01Z

JUL 03 2012

FI LE 0

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Gill. Michael Patrick
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. p.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New ynrlC-of"'rll /1

(212)~~iJU

without costs.

Dated: Fi;. :w York
,2012

SO ORDERED, -----.......~-+--i-7l1flC_+------

1\l\;'W '(Uhr\.

~/VtM~f/UfJ-~__~~_e-
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street~Suite2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS UTIGAnON

• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• X

This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
LA.s. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 128019/02
105959/03

James Joseph Duplessis NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above·entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

JUl 03 ~t

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

......J'l'vQlJ'y; 150 East 42
nd

Street
NAI;;;~PJ 1 If'", . . ~

,.;y" .,.... K' CFriCENewYork, New York 10017
"," . '-' .J Our File No. 05335.29416

SO ORDERED, -+---"'~~r,..y...----
Hon.'-""h,...rlkJ

VIL7::?!L-J4- D'
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. F , L E
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

4948647v.1



X. :/cases/FBW4886111egaiINOSJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------)(
ROBERT KILLIAN,

Index No.: 100862-03 &
105606-04

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendal1t(s).

--------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§32l2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS

JUN 282012

Halbardier, Esq.
BARR, IERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Defendant
FULTON BOILER WORKS
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
\~~-r:r-3-600

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a$rfssll,aiEaDst

----------------

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby' dismissed with
~l 03 201l

prejudice and without costs.
(0\ \\\\~

~
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

i Index No.: 105606/04,,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY
M. KILLIAN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

iNYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et af.

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, aU claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

1122-2633

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

I,
!

without costs.

JUN 282012

PILED'
Dated: Nerql~ew York ....

,2012 ,v\it. 03 lOlZ

~
~ ~_~.N6Wy~

~ ;~q*"'~lDf

Kerry:]; '"77~::::::'-'P-f-~9----:!IP"""---
Attorney for Defendant ttorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Killian, Robert H.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, N~w York 10003
(212) 509-3456 __1+.z:t~~-5500

SO ORDERED, ~=::::'- _

----------------~



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 105606/04,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

; NYCAL
! LA.S. Part 30
, (Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY
M. KILLIAN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporati~bl at tt:sn are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

.tJUL 0 3 201Z
Dated: Newt1r1'~ew York

, 2012 NEW'~OJIf(

~'Q"'Of'"~~~

CLt\::. ~ S~ .
Atto y for Plaintiffs ( U.
Killian, Robert H.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

g-:S500

SO ORDERED,__--+----¥--~ UN 28ZOll,

1235-2154

------------------~



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

i Index No.: 105606/04,

,

Plaintiffs,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY
M. KILLIAN, Individually,

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30
i (HeitIer, J.)

-=--------:---=--=-:-=---,-------::-------~

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

------------------
2082-11627

JUN 282012.

. .~(
ttorney for Plaintiffs

Killian, Robert H.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
2 ;;;5500

JUL 03 2012

FI LE D

._..;.__-a,I"""'lI....

(

Dated: NGTl8rWYork
,2012

costs.

SO ORDERED, ----===----"o;;:~'---...Jo<:...1.------

J .e B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

: NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

-----------------~

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY
M. KILLIAN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

Index No.: 105606104,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILEDDated: NerJJ.r81"w York
. ,2012

without costs.

ri ine Kennedy Flores,
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, -----I-..--.N--~!......----_

JUJ~ 282012
2383-26790



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

________-::::-:-:-_-,--- ~i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 105606/04,
DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY
M. KILLIAN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

!NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
, MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

a PCVI'C cz:s
Attorney for Plaintiffs )
Killian, Robert H.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
2 ~5500

FlLED
JUL 032012

NEWYi
(;OUNtY~~B

__---..;oo.~-

-

2571-1360

Jason em Esq.
Attorn y for Defendant
Oakfi co Inc.
Me VNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 road Street-Suite 2300
N York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

costs.

SO ORDERED, ----+----.l-"-boL:~~----~
,'-'UN 28ZOll

Dated: Ne1.. pr~rWYOrk
,2012

-



Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler,
lAS Part 30

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company an G~o ar C ada Inc.

264 est th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302~2400

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

Defendants.
~-~--~~.-~~~--~.-~~----------.------_..--.~~----~~~--~--------~J{

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
__________~~~_~~~~_~~~.~~.__ww_. ~ ~. ~~-~---.~-J{

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

_______• __~~__~~~__~~~_~~ w __~ .~__~~.~_~~__~~~-~.------J{ JUL a3 2
HOWARD O'DELL, as Personal Representative for: Index No. 105654/-04 012
the Estate ofANDREW DOYCHAK. and OLLIE 100904jO:COUNTY CLERK'S ,".
DOYCHAK, Individually, L---_N=~~_~YORK(J'-II~Tl'"

NO OPPOSITION~~-
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ~t al.

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-defendant<;, 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: Newtrt1.Jj'LYOrk
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

BY:~/PL~"
Matthew MacIntyre, Es

--------------

Dated: New York, New York

SOORDERED: __~~~~~ _
H

JUN 28201Z



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc" hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Index No.: 110245104,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Executrix for the
Estate ofJERRY O. THOMPSON, and BONNIE
LEE THOMPSON, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

_~ ----' (Reitler, J.)

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are \here~irt~~jUd\ce and without

costs. .

257]-]406

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Thompson, Jerry O.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

_---n:12)558-5500

JUN 282012

ew York, New York
~~~~ ,2012

SO ORDERED, ------=::.~~-I------__---

JUl 03 2012

NEW YORK

~L-....--....:==o.....==~----- ~JJi1i_A_:C"""Ji==-~
stin Kasmir, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant
Oakfabco Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,J.llIl. 0 3 2012

Defendant(s).
I
v rlo7";./.,._ ",vr.N

~---~-·~-··~~-·~--·~--~~-··_-~--~t~;:jJi""- ..-----_....-_...-...._..- ~

Plaintiff(s),

F I L
' E ~..ndex Nos.: 110245/04

U . 111642/03

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

If'''' _....

NYCAL

-against~

'..
.... - ......... ~

SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~~-~~-.~~-.- ..~~--~--~-~~~~---~-.~~--~~-.~~-~~--~~-----~·-·~--·~X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, AS PROPOSED
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JERRY O.
THOMPSON, BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, "
INDIVIDUALLY, ,

-------~.~---~~-.-~~.---~---~-.~-~-.~--~----.~~-..--~.~·-·----x
This Document Relates To:

. -........

"}_...,,, ...,

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in
the above~entitled case, pursluant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to aU co~defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant,
FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York

By: Frarik Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.e.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED: r L 1-. .

{01l46178.DOCX}

JUN 282012
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\

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT G. MORI AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR
THE ESTATE OF TYRRELL T. MORI

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 the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

". ~

~~-" .. " ..

NEW

DATED: b-"..,~ew York, New York

~ 'r-~' 0,,_ I
DANA NORTHCRAFT,

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Tyrrell Mori, (Mori, Robert G., as
Kohler Co. Administrator for the Estate)
40 Paterson Street .. PO Box 480 700 Broadway

New Brunswick, New JerselOBi I LeIfYO~3
i

SO ORDERED:HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN,.DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
AHORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH·JERSEY
40 PATERSONST
PO BOK480
NEW.BRUNS\IIACK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 V\I1l.TSEY'SMILL FlO
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ ~~N! 82011



,
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

---------------------------------------------------------------)(
MARION MOULTRIE, Index No. 113756/04

111626/03
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

JU"N 28201"so ORDERED: "
---;;-~~~~e-It;;-le-r,-;-J.s~.c~.sC'i:KH ~ Rcvd & Otd:---

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 wir pnFlif atWl!uDts.

Dated: Ne'ltll~~ew York
1..-- JUl 03 2012

WEITZ & LU)(ENBERG, P.C! COUNTY clUmKl3 BMML EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff I.,. NEMt~ for tlefendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

- --=. _ Company an ear Canada Inc.

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: New York, New York



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM
PLOECKELMANN,

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), Index No.: 114369-04

-against-

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.,

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------------------------------x

opposition thereto,

JUL 03 2012

FI LED

NEW YORK
CQUN1Y CLERKWS 0fflCE

Kirste
K& ATES LLP
At rneys for Defendant
C NECO.
599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022
(212) 536-3900

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Dated:
-~J--=+=~*-~~

New

SO ORDERED, --.....-.-lo,,~,........---""d'-----------

JUN 282012

Jordan C. Fo, s.
BELLUCK 0 LP
Attorneys for PI' ff(s)
546 Fifth Avenu ,4th Floor
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, individually and as
administratrix to the estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM
PLOECKELMANN,

Index No: 114369/2004

Plaintiff(s)

against

A.W. CHESTERTON, et aI.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

JUN 28 t012

er, Esq.
ARGER NTE YAVITZ

Attorneys for Hopeman Brothers, Inc.

116 8tIiiStrE ftFloof
NewIYor ,.,] 11.1 ;
(212) 452-5300

·,·-:\JUL 0 3 201Z

,2012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Jordan C. x, E .
BELLU K
Attorneys for 1

546 Fifth Avenue, Floor
New York, NY 100 6
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Dated: Ne

(f;I {Y--+---+++-+--ff---'fI--fT



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

1235--21094

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

,

!Index No.: 104841105
,,,,

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

RUSSELL L. ROOD, JR. AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ESTATE OF
ROMEO HENRY POIRIER,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

A. C. & S., INC., et al.,

without costs.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

Dated: New~.V.t4ew,YOrk
2012

being no opposition thereto,

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Nicole Wesseleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorne lain . fs
Estate 0 Ro eo enry Pof:r' LED
BELLUCK & F , LLP
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036 JUL 03 2012
(212) 681-1 ~.

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, -------..--w~.....L..---......tHft2820i
UNTY

CLERK'S OFFICE

{NOI43377-1}



{N0143323-1}

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Atto~rRaintiffs

Esta e Romeo Henry poFr' L E· "
BELL CK & FOX, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036 JUL 03 201Z
(212) 681-1574

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

RUSSELL L. ROOD, JR. AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ESTATE OF
ROMEO HENRY POIRIER,

-against-

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

A. C. & S., INC., et al..

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p~~judice and

SO ORDERED, ~ l('5Ijl ~~~ ... ,-
JUN 28tQ'l ..~

1122-21592

without costs.

Dat"': ~Ur.t.r~\.. e.. w, York2012

~
Nicole Wesse1eman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 104841/05

and there being no opposition thereto,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

, (Heitler, J.)
-T=H=I-S-D-O:--C=U-:-M--=EN---T=-R-E-FE-R=-S:-"T=O-=--:----~,



In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

.~
~
i

\;

.tJUN 2820'~

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

~-,

FILED'

j1!
. JUL 03 2012

~~. ~TYClERK'SOC
~=~:"""':>"-J1---"-----'--~--:t!c--~---fp'<ff.rEW ,-FleE

Jenmfer L. Budner, J2sq. ~ YORK
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

Ai. u -.-- ..

- against-

i I II' . 01211 >V"rr

Jordan C. \Fo~Y«I
BELLUC
Attorney fdt..t1¥pWtftiffs
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR
New York, NY 10036
(888) 808-0428

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

SO ORDERED, :L$ ......- ' __ """'V' VX I __ . .

Index No.: 107352/05

DIANA MARY VERDE,

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



>

,,IN 282012

ORK

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

Index No.: 107352/05

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

JUt 03 2012

FI LE 0

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
~--- .

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

DIANA M. VERDE

ORDERED, that upon notice to a defendants, all claims and cross claims against

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

This Document Relates to:

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

defendant A. O. Smith Water Prod pany be and the same are hereby dismissed with

Dated:

prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED,

1764409



NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 113467/02
114080/05

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

JUL 03 2012

F' LED

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

New York, New York

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---------·-------·-·-------·----------··-x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

--------·---------··------··----------·--x
This Document Relates To:

Stanley Weisenfeld

--------·--------·-----------------··----x

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated:

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ~=--------I: _

4707487v.\



1759434

JUN 282011

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

Index No.: 115520-05

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

~---
Helen A McGowan, Esq.
Attorneys for A O. Smith Water Products

Company
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24

th
Floor

~
"_. ,: _ NeWYO,rk,NeWYOrk 10005

~,. ,'_ -FLLr
H n Heitler ,. 0

JUL 03 2012

@?u~t:w ""Or'"
,- C~Q'Of-'ICI

~~~~ ,2012

New York, New York

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

SO ORDERED,

Dated:

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests summary

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

This Document Relates to:

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------~------~---------------y-----------_._----------------~--

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------~----"---~-----~--"--------~---~------------------------------

_.~-----~---_._._-_.-_.---------~--~------------------~--------~--~-

,-.



mothy M. c ,Es .
RICHARD . ~INECZ, ESQ.
Attorney for endant
Consolidated dison Company ofNew
York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003~3598

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

eitler JUN 282012

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc.

SO ORDERED:

rtiz, Esq.
Z & LUXENBERG, P.C.

"ttorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims

against defendant Consolidated Ed\son?Ttf£wDk, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. JUL 03 2\112

Company ofNew York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison

hereby requests summarY judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

----------------_.--------------------------------------------------------

INDEX NO.

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 115520/05ASSIGNED TO:

----------------------------------------------_.------_.----------------_.
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK------------------------------------------_.----------_.------_.----------

Our File No
S-4249M 05

TMc:CCGPk)
5/22/12



!

-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire
& Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

264 est 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

By: _~~~-..;::.....-----

Plaintiff,

Defendants.

-against-

JUN 282011

so ORDERED: __--+-~.:;.L-_---~KH- Rcvd &Dtd:

Dated: New York, New York

Attorneys for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

By: __---+----R--U----J.----

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. (together, "Goodyear") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Goodyear 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without..' l ~ 0
Dated: New Y rk, Ne York JUL 03 201Z

LYNCH DASKALEMER~.. TV CLERK'S O~C~~."/*-_._ NEW YORK _-
-~;' .",,':'~ : ,

__________________________________________________________________ )C

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK___________________________________________________________________)C

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION___________________________________________________________________)C

GAIL BUCKHEIT, as Executrix for the Estate of
Peter Pacifico, Index No. 101655-06



{NOI49255-1}

2383-27385

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

F J LE D

Plaintiff(s),

CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, AS EXECUTRIX
FOR THE ESTATE OF NELSON E. NEWCOMB,
AND CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Defendant(s).

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tislnnan Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sununary

without costs.

Index No.: 102562/06

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there

SO ORDERED, --_.....!=~~..vJ:.--_--;;I~.L.Ji~

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

Dated: New York, New York JUl 0 3 201Z
6/7 ,2012

. ---

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Tisbman Liquidating Corporation Estate ofNelson E. Newcomb
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New ork 10003
(212) 509-3456 - 00



f"'-_.;- ri . --"
IIFILED
! JUL 03 ZIlf2
ft COUNTY~$ GF.F.ICE

103869/06~ NEWYOHK I I

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider,
lAS Part 30

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Lawrence G. Lee

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company an Goodyear Canada Inc.

, 5S~,~

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Hon. Sherry Klein ReiHer, 1.8.C. JUN 282012·
otd:~l.

s'«.\-'\ .. Rc\JO &

Defendants.

Plaintiff,

-against-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------------){
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

---------------------------------------------------------------){
JOANNE R. VIOHL, As Executrix for the Estate of: Index No.
FRANK 1. STILA,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

---------------------------------------------------------------){

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.

WEITZ & LU){ENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

~')iA 0
By:- --v0'-- C)

Frank Ortiz

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 02-107006

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~UN 28 201Z

IIIIml~~II\~I~\III Imlll1m
BZ-PAIL-3

FRANK ORTIZ, ~~--\-'
WEITZ & LUXENB
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Gary L. Farnham and Gloria Farnham
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

FI Leo
JUL 03 2012

NEWYQu
COUN.~·Y 10K

I CLERK'S GFFICe

against

ACandS, INC., et aI.,

GARY L. FARNHAM and GLORIA FARNHAM,

This Document Relates to:

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

SOORDEREP:

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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:h-l{·/tNew Brunswick, NJ

WE~Y\-"----
HOAG~RAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

HOAOLAND, LONOO
MORAN, !lUNSl&
OOUKAS,LLP
ADORllofYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
PO'BOX480
NEW BRUNSWCK; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 \IIIlI.TSEY'$ MILL RC>
SUllE2ll2
HAMMONTON, NJ

.'



NYCAL

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
ANUORDER
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.c.
Index No.: 2006-101665

Qt,rt - Hcvd & DLd:---...

Dated: Buffalo, N w York
Ma ,2012

\.HE'.~.Sr er Ru a
Attorneysfor Defendant, .lrltara ....
Company . ~ .... IE II'
The Avant Building,'Suite 1200

~~~falo NY 14202-2150 ,-- ~~ M
NEW '(()ff";f~

.~~~

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, including
GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et aI.,

Defendants.

In Re First Judicial District
Asbestos Litigation

GAIL BUCKHEIT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF PETER PACIFICO,

vs.

Plaintiff,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

Genuine Parts Company and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Bonnie Steinwolf
Attorneys for PIal ti
546 Fifth Avenue, Floor
New York NY 10036



Index No. 113056106

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

NYeAL

JUN 282012

JUL 032012

DAROBR BRRANTB Y~vrrz &:
BLAU LLP NeWYORKOffICIi

~
(;(lUNIYa:.-

By: =~.__
DaIlieE:DiCCO;Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
116 E. 27tb Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10016·
(212) 452-5300

elluck, Esq.
Irqe},sItpr Plaintiffs

n Avenue, 3Th Floor
o NY 10017

(212) 6 1-1575

Plaintiff,

-v-

Defendants.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, Individually and as Executrix of
the Estate ofEL! J. SEGAL,

A.a. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., et aI.

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Lennox with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

Lennox Industries, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FI LED

By:
--:t-7'-7l~r-:t-~7"""':::------

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries, Inc. ("Lennox") hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

SO ORDERED:;:::::~;;:E:~~~~-
Justice Sh

. '



WhiteandWilliamSLLP

: BRADFORD Wf{lTE CORPORAnON'S
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMJl~N'f MOTION AND ORDER

~_~., lL·~);,,;g--~_·_··
Kat y A. 'Neill, Efiquire
WHITE AND WILLIAMS L.Ll"
One Penn Pla1.,fI., Suite 1801
New York, :New Yelrk 10119
(212) 244-9500
Attorneyfor Defendant.

..

.. Bradford White corp.oratton

~, .·LE
HOD. tJ

·tlUl 0 3 1IH1

~~~
JUN 2~1l

sKH - Rcvd & Dtd: ---------\

Jaffe, Irene

ORDERBD, that upon notice to an co.defendants, all Clail'tl.s and croSS claims against

V/HEREFORE., defendant Bradford White Corporation h.ereby requests ::lummary

840SS2Sv.l

so ORDERED,

Erica ro, Esq.
Levy 1Jb1lllps & 'Konigsberg, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200
Attorney for Plainlij],
Harry Charles Riker

defendant Bradford White eoljlormion, he and the ..rne are .heJehy diSDlissed with prejudice and

there being no opposition thereto,

VS,

without costs,

Dated: New York, New Y()rk

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Bradford White Corporation with prejudice,

judgment in the .bove-entitled ease, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

AMERICAN STANDARD. [NC.• et al,
Defendants

••••_._••_._•••••- ••• _ •• __ v •••_._••-_••••••••-. ---••••".X :

•.._.__•.__• ••••••••••••••••••••-.--.-••.---.-•••..••X: Indox No.: 06-113533

HARRY CHARLES RIKER,
Plaintiff

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

11:36:57 AM



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK______________________________________________________---------------X
FRANK DEFRANCESCO and DONNA DEFRANCESCO, Index No.: 110229/08

.JUN 28 Z011

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

So Ordered:

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRA.){ SARCO, INC., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and

Rules Section 3212, dismIssing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX

SARCO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby

dismis.sed .w.ith prejudice and WithOU.t costs. r.' V
Dated: .. " Whi Plains, New York L) / /

/' ,2012 • /\.../I ! /1 /"
, ~.t-- /---:;;..-----------CARMEN V. ST. GEO E, ESQ. CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Hodges Walsh Slater LLP
800 3rd Avenue, 13tti FI Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 SPIRAX SARCO, INC.
(212) 605-6200 55 Church Street, Suite 211

White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000
Fax: 914-385-6060

_ .~089-389GSH

~~.JJ~~.-::.
JU\, 0 a ZU\Z

- against--

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------){

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.,
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., et al

..



opposition thereto,

lJUN 282012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Index No. 08/190021

NYCAL
I. A. S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

~~~~,~~~CWlele- f)fCorecl'{j (f-- 0

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad St., 23l'd Floor
New Yorkt:..ew York 10004

;::@JI-

JUL 03 2012

FI LE 0

NEWVORt~

COUNTY (1ERK'S OFfiCE

SO ORDERED,

ootn040.WPD

Dated: New York, New York
5 v1/}~ G? 7; t9b10-

A~1f!a-sq"""~----
LEVY, pmLLIPS AND KONIGSBERG, LLP
800 Third Avqnue, 13th Floor
New York, Nqw York 10022

AURORA PUMP COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crOSS claims against defendant

complaint ag$St defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no

the above-entil1ed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

-----------------¥------------------------------------------------------}{

George Ribnicky

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------~--~------~--------------------------------------------}{
In re: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------~--------------------.--------------------------------){
This document relates to:



Index No. 190280 109

NOTICE OF NO
OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

NYCAL
I.A.S. PART 30
(Heitler, J.)

rJUN 282011

Kevin J. Do , __' __

Kasowitz, enson, Torres & Friedma
1633 Broadway
New York, New York 10019
(212) 506-1980
Attorneys for Heidelberg USA, Inc. and
Honeywell International Inc.

JUL 0 3 1\)\1.

f'" E.D

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the within is a true copy ofa No Opposition Summary Judgment

-against-

Plaintiff,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

DEBORAH ALAIMO, as Executrix for the Estate of
JACK D'ACQUISTO,

Dated:~ark, New York
;(,0,2012

Defendants.

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(

Motion and Order as to all claims asserted herein against defendant Heidelberg USA, Inc., individually

and as alleged successor in interest to Harris Corporation, Harris-Seybold-Potter Company, Premier

Potter Company, and Mergenthaler Linotype Company; and against Honeywell International, Inc., as

alleged successor in interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company. Said Motion and Order is hereby

served in accordance with the NYCAL Amended Case Management Order.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTYOF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
This Document Relates to:

· "



being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED" that all claims against defendant Heidelberg USA, Inc.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No. 190280 / 09

NYCAL
I.A.S. PART 30
(Heitler,1.)

Section 3212 dismissing plaintiffs complaint with prejudice as against them, and there

summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

WHEREAS, defendant Heidelberg USA, Inc., individually and as alleged

individually and as alleged successor in interest to Harris Corporation, Harris-Seybold-

Potter Company, Premier-Potter Company, and Mergenthaler Linotype Company, and

Inc., as alleged successor in interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company, hereby request

successor in interest to Harris Corporation, Harris-Seybold-Potter Company, Premier-

Potter Company, and Mergenthaler Linotype Company, and Honeywell International,

Plaintiff,

-against-

DEBORAH ALAIMO, as Executrix for the Estate of
JACK D'ACQUISTO,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendants.

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

----------------------------------------------------------------------J(
This Document Relates to:



all claims against Honeywell International, Inc., as alleged successor in interest to

Mergenthaler Linotype Company, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Mtq 4. Ii), 2012

llJ$q
·12 & Luxenberg, P.c.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

so ORDERED:

Kevin J. Do ey, Esq.
Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Frie
LLP
Attorneys for Heidelberg USA, Inc. and
Honeywell International, Inc.
1633 Broadway
New York, NY 10019
(212) 506-1980

J.s.C.

2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190025/10

JOHN MLINCSEK and JOAN MLINCSEK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER
• w~ ~ ~ ~ • ~ __ • .-----------~-.

WHEREFORE, defendant Robertshaw Controls Company ("Robertshaw"), hereby

requests summary judgment in the abovepentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Robertshaw with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Robertshaw be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

JUL 03 2012

F I LED

Jos h . La ala, Esq.
M lr y, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
A or ys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
In. s successor by merger to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

Ne'Yr~ New York
<.0 ?:> ,2012

~~"---

SO ORDERED,

C is Romanelli, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10007-1474

Dated:

JUN 282012

NOSJM-Mlincsek (2).DOC



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

~-----------~--------------------------------*--------------------------){
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-------------------------------------------...,---...,------------------------X

This document relates to:

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF

------------------------------------------------------------------------){

NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190058/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgmentin the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, with prejudice, there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

~)~~fILED
JUl 03 2012

NEW YORK
UNTY a.ER~s Oft"lCe.lfred rg nte~ .

I

SmithAb ot, L.L.P.
Attorneys for Defendant,
Pneuma Abex LLC
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004

/IL~_--:<::'T",~981-4501 ext. 15

SO ORDERED,,~__--,-t~~~;L------

JUN 28201Z



SUP'RBMBOOURT OPmBSTATBOFNBWYORK .
<XJUNI'Y OFNBWYORIC.

: .•...: .• ' : _. ~.:_ .:.~_._ ·.n, ,,', ~,.....'. .••••,. ,~, ,.. ' n,." ~ -, ~ •.. ~ .. _.

IN RB: NBWYORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS UTIGATION

.THIS DOCUMENT RBFBRS TO:

KEIL STBRN.AND SCOTT STERN AS co.
BXBCUTORS OF THE ESTATE OF ARNOLD
STBRN. DECBASBD AND SHIRLBB STBRN,
LIVING SPOUSE

~

ASS PQWER.BRAKB, INc., el aL,

Defeadant(s}.

:NYCAL
t LA.S. :Part 30
: (Beitler, J'.)••
{ Indox No.: 190073110

NOOPPOSJnON .
stJMMARYJtJDGMENI'
MOTIONANQ OlDER

WHBRBFORB, defendaut, Hemy Company, individually and as ·successor to MoDSeY,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled ease, pursuant to Civil Praotioe Law

. ., '.' ,.. and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's COmp~ againSt dofon.dant, Hany Company,

individually and 88 suooessorto Monsey with prejudice, andbnbeiqllO oppositioa therdo,

B ox,LLP
Attomeys forPlaintiff
&tateofAmol4 Sk!rn
S46FifthAvamo, 4" PI.
Now York, Now YOlk 10036
(212) 681·1575

JUN 28 lOlZ

• ...__ ,. - __ .' - - - _. • •••• • .~ -_.... • ••• • •••• ,. ft, "~i.

''::'.. '~... -.. "'''' -



,
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

--------------------------------------------------------------·-------x
WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaint{ffs. MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 19031811 0

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
l.A.S. Part 30

Defendants.
-.---.-----------.----------------------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

BY//~''-~""' "._-.....-.~
/fO,S ~PH IG GORIO, ESQ.

!</BARRY, MCT ERNAN & MOORE, LLC
"" Attorneys for the Defendant

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600

r J -eNo.: CLB55267

S, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Hon. Sherry Klein·Heitler

JUL 03 2012

By: ----I-~I-I---tl-+++-~---
BONNIE
BELLUC
Attorneys for ttl's

WILLIA EZ and 1-/251 rl1.
MARGAR MENDEZ (9 'lfl-
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681 - 1575

ORDERED that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

SO ORDERED,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~---------------------~~-~~~~~-----------~-------------------------"
JOYICE MARJE GROVES, Individually and as
Administrauh for the Estate of LEIGHTON DENBY
GROVES SR.,

Plaintif!(s),

Index No.: 190431-10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- NYCAL
I. A. S. Part 30

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
Successor~by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,

Defendants.
----------------------------~-~-------.----- ...-.--...--------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

!
;

"
Ur",

~:f;:iJ~rn.t~''''~OffICE
By:

S''';';H7A~~;W-t~:-:. ~FL;-;U"';;I;:;:;;TT:;::;-,-:;:::;E;;-:SQ~.--

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC
Attorneys for the Defendant(s)
eLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC.
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600

ileNo.: CLB56841

FILE D
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS CaMPANY, INC. be and the s~J:re Re~et~1nsmissed with
. .......---....." ..

prejudice and without costs.
("'J ...../

By: '·S dlJ:.\..~\ r----
PATTI BURSHTYN, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C.
Attomey(s) for the Plaintiffs
JOYICE MARIE GROVES,
Individually and as Administratri" for
the Estate OfLEIGHJND~BY
700 Broadway IA~' 19-
New York, New Yb¥J
Tel.: (212) 558 - 550.....--...",..1.>'1

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

JUN 2 820lZ



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
JOSEPH CURNYN and NORAH CURNYN

Index No.: 190462110

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a1.,

Defendants.

-------------------------------------------------------------------x

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Swnmary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against Defendant BWIIP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr=dice and W.• l.'thOUt.c.osts to either party.

.-ILeo'Dated: New York, NewYork'~C:

Lindse . Fo , Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

JUL 03 2012

SO ORDERED, +=..-.=--=--l-- _
Hon.

Charles Ferguson, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

'dUN 2810ft



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK______________________________________________________-----------x

JOSEPH SAULS,

Plaintiff(Jj,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 190006/11

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et aI., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendants.
______________________________________________________-----------x

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby requests summary judgment

in the above-entided case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

L 03 201'Z.
New York, New York----Dated:

MA~:s:H~~~~. c:: ...... t-\-oJ.,,""7,i"Sl ORIO, ESQ.
RLY, LUCARE I, SWEENEY & Y, MCTI RNAN & MOORE, LLC

STRAUSS I I Attorneys for e Defendant
Attorneys for the Plaintiff Lo 15/2 CLEAVER BROOKS, INC.
JOSEPH SAULS 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor New York, New York 10006
New York, New York 10017 Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600
Tel.: (212) 986 - 2233 Our File No.: CLB55338

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hertf1ntcEttDjUdiCe and

without costs.

SO ORDERED,

JUN 28 201Z1



X:/rga54814./legaVNOSJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
RONALD SZAMATULSKI,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

- against- Index No.: 190079/11

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.; NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, defendants ORAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law ana Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ORAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clail11s and cross claims against

defendants ORAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY, be and the same are fe! km5dQh

JUL 03 2012

os D' re orio, Esq.
torneys fot Oraybar Electric Company

Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

_.,_.~ ... ".".,., ..

prejudice and without costs.
.1

41-
Mark ra s I -, I
Attorney for aintiffs u> J..U IIJ-
Early & Strauss
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th floor
New York, New York 10017

SOORDERED,~==~~~~~_

JUN 282012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------)(
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE,

Index No. 11-190082

Plaintiffs,
- against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

CRANE CO., et aI.,
Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------)(

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,

and improperly named as "Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a Division of

the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary ofAbex, Inc.", hereby requests Summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212,

dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F.

GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORAnON, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

JUN 282011

FILED
JUL 03 1012

BY: .......-- r4-40----h,....:;;;.--
Patrick J.
SMITH, S TTON, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN, LLP
2 Research Way,
Princeton, NJ 08540
(609)924-6000

..... Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORAnON

r·····

BY: -~~--trf'-+-i>4-+----,L~~~
Belluck Ji',A'J:;,hVI

546 5th
AY<~ll.U!V4'

New York,
(212)681-15 5
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Jordan C. Fox

without costs.

SO ORDERED-----'r...o!:..._--=.~~'------......~-~
Hon. Sherry



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,

! Index No.: 190215111,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

EDWARD SADOWSKI AND ALBERTA
SADOWSKI,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
i LA.S. Part 30

___--,------,-----::::----==" ------=----=-=-- ----'1 (Heider, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

F\ LEO
Dated: New York, New York

.::JLe-rr /2.-- ,2012

without costs.

JUl 0 3 lOU

...lEul.. 'tORK

~
., .". OrACe.

~ ~TI CLEfU''S ---

Ke~~--~--- '7:-trmn.}? !<-......77
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for IS"laintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Sadowski, Edward
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212 58-5500

SO ORDERED, -==-- _
Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

JUN 282012
1122-24006



SUPREME CbURT'oF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------------------------------J(
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM,

Index No. 11-190156

Plaintiffs,
- against-

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al.,

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------J(

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich

Company, and improperly named as "Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a

Division ofthe Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary ofAbex, Inc.", hereby requests

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section

3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F.

GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

JUl tJ § ~8U

NEW yrmSl . ,:
... '~~~OFFICE

.~~ .. _ .....
BY:~

Patrick J.vuwyer
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN, LLP
2 Research Way,
Princeton, NJ 08540
(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

JUN 2<82812
SO ORDERED "=IQ '\J

Hon. Sherry

BY: I I' IIV !
Belluck
546 5

th
Afe

New Ycr.,.,
(212)681
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Jordan C. Fox

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FilEOF1LED
JUL.n '32tlt2

~COU~~~~V YORK
. ··..J~~sd~

without costs.



SUPREME COj1RT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190215/11,
EDWARD SADOWSKI AND ALBERTA
SADOWSKI,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

JUl 0 3 'l.{}Yl.

NE'IJ '{OR\( ,..IS

~0l'fI"'"
Ir,c~ ,P. AlJ d~r.rl" lT~

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Sadowski, Edward
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ---""*'"------:r---'-------

IJUN 282012

Jason Riem , Es .
Attorney:fl Defendant
Oakfabc nco
MeGI Y & KLUGER, P.c.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Vl<--r 11... ,2012

2571-1385



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

___________________-: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190215/11,
EDWARD SADOWSKI AND ALBERTA
SADOWSKI,

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

~against~

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as

Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly

plead as Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred

to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the samet:e hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. , LED
JUL 03 2012 .

/kN~
A~Ufi&:,&' .

of Pottstown Sadowski, Edward -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

C~~~Ifj----"'~,.....58-5500

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Columbia Boiler Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street~Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ----------'>,,~-=rt_-----

Dated: New York, New York
::nU./4- II.. , 20 12

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

{NOI51178-1} [JUN 282011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

Index No.: 190221/11
In Re: NEW YORK. CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

GERALD BEERS.

Plaintiff(s).
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against-

WElL-MCLAIN. et aI..

Defendants.

WHEREFORE. Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice. and there being no

opposition thereto.

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross claims against

Defendant. Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

J:, I

032012

JUN 282011

T ne N. Megeri
SEGAL McCA,. ...~.. T ....

SINGER&MAH
Attorneys for Defen
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100

New York. NY 10022

Dated: -+----If--....L.F-....,q.__:.2012
York

Jordan
BELL
Attorne
546 FIF 'A ENUE. 4th FLOOR
New York. NY 10036
(888) 808-0428



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- -- --------------'-.--- -..--..-....•.......x·

hl Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

_._.__•••••••••._. ~••• h_•••_••••••••••••••••----••------X
This document relates to:

M KENNETH LOVELOCK and PAULINE LOVELOCK,

Plaintiff,

-against-

FOSEeo, INC, et al.

Defendant.
----------.------------------------_.- -_......•._ -•.•.•X

NYCAL
lA.S. Part 30
(HeitIer, J.)

Index No.: 190229/2011

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
J1illGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
FOSECO, INC.

~.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Atto1'lleysfo1' Defelldallt
FOSECO, INC.
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
HalTison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSECO, INC. hereby requests sununary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against defendant FOSECO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDh"'RED, that upon notice to all co·defendants, all claims and cross·claims against defendant

FOSEeo, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated; C(15/12...-H"aNeWYO..k
Ada",Dr.~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attomeys for Pla;ntiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

Han PILED
J~b O~ ~t

JUN 282012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATEOF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

:•··•·: NO OPPOSITION
iSUMMARY JUDGMENT
j MOTION ANDOROER
,
:
i,,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMlTHWATERPRODUCTS CO., etal.

Defendants.

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
1 LA.S. Part 30
i (Heftier, 1)

.....,THI,.,...,...•.""".S""....,D~O=-CU~."=M-==ENT=~..=.. ::-'.:R:-=E=F=::ER::':S:7":T==O=-:--------l!
I index No.: 190258/11

DOREEN MORRISON AND PAUL WILLIAMS,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood &.Morrill Company improperly plead as Weir Valve

Md Control USA, Inc., hereby requests swnmary Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant

toCiviI Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissingplaintiffs~complaint againstdefenQant,

Atwood & Morrill Company improperly plead as Weir Valve and ContnjIUSA,·Inc.,witil

prejudice in this action, and there being no oppositionthemo,

(3e . .~..•• ;) s v. . ....--.,.: :, .
.....-- . -'''"> i\

La@a B. Hol1man.E~.
Attorney for Defendant A.·ttomey.. for Plaintiffs . 0
Atwood &. Morrill Company improperly plead MORRISON.DOR£~ I \. E
as Weir Valve and Control USA. Inc. WBITZ &LUXENBEItr; PI}.
MCOrvNBY&KLUGER~ p.e. 700 Sroadway
80 Broad Street..Suite 2300 New York, NewYorkl~ 0 3 'Z.t\1'l
NewY()rk~NewYol'k10004 (212)558..5500

(212) 509-3456 _. _ ....:::=~

SOORDERED~ ---7"t=::-1~~f---,---- ~.....

963-846

(N0132Q19-l}

JUN 28 ZOlZ



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190258/11

DOREEN MORRISON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Newlork, New York
b l'2.. ,2012
r

JUL 03 2012

Hele Antoniou Mc wan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

JUN 2,8l8111785269

SO ORDERED,

• ,."... "f ~t-<;."'- '"'-

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. D

700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------------------------------------------J{
IN RE NEW YORK. COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------------------------------------------}(

NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

This document relates to:

THOMAS TRANFAGLIA Index No.: 190270-11

------------------------------------------------------------------------J{

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

~r'\L. \~W\2.
Dated: Ngw YQtk New York, F'LED

JUN 282012

0~:: JUL 03 2n1~_
~tA.Y~ Jh!ddL ifJuu ~.d-.

-p--'at"""til-'B"'-u""""'r-sh-ty-n-,-E-sq-'~~~~~-NEW '(O~:~iJ'AbliJrPhy, E~/~~

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. coul'fN' CLER 'sMITH ABBOT, L.L.P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC
New York, New York 10003 90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10004

(212) ?§1,,4S()1 Ext. 25
........-~-

SO ORDERED"~~----:::olIJll'f=------tl"""'*V-J-_-"-~_



•

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------------------------------------------}(

NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, S.)

This document relates to:

THOMAS TRANFAGLIA Index No.: 190270-11

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no

opposition thereto,

Dated: New York, New York (0121112

\
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims atr"clai~S against

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissefwil ~udice and without costs.
\

0'3 1tn1 I

JUl

tlE'l'I 'l~:~off\cS
~Cu:.~

~~A--.
..- Sara rvlurphy, Esq. f1.~~

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P.
Attorneys 10r Defendant,
Pneumo Abex LLC
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 981-4501 ·'xt.25

Patti Burshtyn, Esq.
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,,__-yL-~::..........,,~~~-_-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

MADGE L. SHAW and FRANK SHAW,

Plaintiff(s),

-vs-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendants.

: (NYCAL)
: INDEX NO.: 190295/11

STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE AS AGAINST

A. O. SMITH WATER
PRODUCTS CO., ONLY

JUL 03 2012

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned, that

whereas no party hereto is an infant, incompetent person for whom a committee has been

appointed or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the

action, the above entitled action be, and the same hereby is discontinued, as against A. O.

SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., with prejudice and without costs to either party as against

the other. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk ofthe Court.

i FILED
Dated: New York, New York

(;t~ \

H en Antoni u cGowan, Esg.
Attorneys for Defendant
A. O. Smith Water Product Co.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
1300 Mount Kemble Avenue
Morristown, New Jersey 07962

1785704



SUPREME COURT OF THE ~ .TE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190299/11,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

__________...,--=-- ~ (HeWer, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

GEORGE W. SMITH AND EDNA SMItH,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

~ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
; MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et at.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pwnp Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this act~on,

aild there being no opposition thereto,

-ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Aurora Puinp Company, be and the same are-hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New Y()rk

~,2012

FILED
JUL 032012

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Smith, George W.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
700 Broadway -
New York, Ne~ York 10003

~IJtJYI-~~-<-L1J--·7.5500

SO ORDERED, ---=-- ~_

MicheUe D..~~y:, lBsq",
Attdiney"f6t'Def~t-.-.... - - -- liQ
Aurora Pump COl~any

MCGIVNEY & KLUGeR, P.C.
80 Btoad Str'eet-Suft~2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Han. Sherry Klein Heitler

JUN 282012 1003-3553



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------x

Index No.: 190308-11

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:
ANTHONY FERRARA and EMILY
FERRARA,

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et aI., NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT-MOTION--AND ORDER

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------x
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. (improperly and allegedly sued herein as Crane

Co., Individually and as successor to Deming Pump, Weinman Pump Manufacturing Company,

Pacific Steel Boiler Corporation and Thatcher Boiler) ("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

JUN 2810't

defendant CRANE CO. be, an1!'efL~ett, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \,Ju1l1e l~ JolT
New York, kew York JUL 0 3 2012

B '~FE~lE NEW YORK ~ 1£~dKn' 'Enan . ar y, sq. ~ct.eRK'8OF sten or ms, sq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC~-'~" - L i\.TES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Atto eys for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor C E CO.
New York, NY 10017 59 exington Avenue
(212) 986-2233 1J!i=.. New York, NY 10022

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED, -=z........::,""-::>'---- _

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NY·960884 vI



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ANTHONY FERRARA

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190308/11

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. . F'
Dated: New York, New York LED

~'d~u.m.""t'-_-ll'l~'~~_,20JUl 0 3 2012

~
.. NEW't~

~ 'ifYQEIW5(lftq
Brian F. Earti.E' -J:-u-:d..,....ith.,.........,A-. ...::Y~v-:-itz..::.,--E..---s~q~.---------

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC DARGE RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10016
(212) 986-2233 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

/
/

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

JUN 282012.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-------~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-----x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

~~~~~~~~~~~~~-----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-----~~x

This Document Relates To:

Enea Cartelli

FI LED
----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---------~~~~x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

Index No: 190309/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

JUl 0 3 201~ __
WHEREFORE, defendant t:"A'RRIER CORPORATION incorrectly sfb/a CARRIER

CORPORATION, Ind"~~d as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING &
COOLING SYa:KMi'l . ~~ER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above~entitled case,·~~t to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: New ~~~kj New York
I.( U-4 I}ftlt.-

~.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, L.L.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, --H-o-n-~-Sh-~~rry~K:..c..!o.,,:··~,f:-w-r----

JUN 2820f2
4881512v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
, LA.S. Part 30

________________-"' (Heitler,1.)

Index No.: 190311/11,
JOSEPH MILAZZO, JR. AND ROSALIE M.
MIILAZZO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile 'Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New ycF' I LED
JUtil "2../; , 2011.

JUL 03 2012

~ NEW YOHK !l/LJ1M!L ~IYCLEflK:SOFFlCI ~.~ _
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. ~tIY\."-t:/t J/l.-.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for ~lamtiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. MILAZZO, JOSEPH JR.

McGrvNEY&KLUGER,P.C. WEITz&LUXENBERG,P.C. JUN 282012
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10 03
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ~~~...:::....._ _



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LmGATION,

, I

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

________- .........~.....,...,:~~=,......,....=__------~ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

RAYMOND SABO,

Plaintiffs,

.-againsf-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at.

Defendants.

Index No.: 19031811l,..
1NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY:.JUDGMENT
l MOTION AND ORDER'

WHER)!:FORE, defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as a Successor in interest to

MonseyP,roduets Company, Improperly Plead as Henry Company, f1kIa MOniey BakorfTkla

Monsey Proilucts, hereby r~quesb'summaryjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Praetite 'Uw 'slid Rules" § 32.12, dismissing' plaintiffs' complaint against defendant; Hen'ry

Compa:riy,I~di\tid~ally a..d as a Successor in int~rest to Monsey Products Company, Improperly

Plead as Henry Company, rlkla Monsey Bakor fIkIa Monsey Products, with prejudice in this action,

and there being nO lJpposition thereto,

ijRriERED~ ,thai 'upon notiee to all co-defendants, aU ~Iaims and cross elaims against

defendant, Henry Company,. Individually· and as a Successor in interest to Monsey Products

Company, I.nproperlyPldd'as Henry Company, fIkIa Monsey Bako~ rlkla Monsey Products, be

anti the ssinreilire'herebydismissedWitb prejudice and without costs.

Dated:' New York/New 'York
r 2-( ,2012

ED
.II ••

. ..,.

SO ORDERED,"_"_., ..a.......o.L ~___.; _

Hon. Sb~rry Klein Heitler

685-54



X:IRGA55771.IleWIlNOSJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK______________________________________________________-----------J(

DUANE ERICKSON, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

- against- Index No.: 190333/11

A.C.&S. INC., et al.; NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

- -Defendahts.______________________________________________________-----------J(

WHEREFORE, defendants GRAYBAR ELECTRIC CO. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants GRAYBAR ELECTRIC CO. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants GRA YBAR ELECTRIs:i:J ,L CuOme fe hereby dismissed with prejndice

JUN 28 201Z1

Shawne luitt, Esq.
Attorneys for ORAYBAR ELECTRIC CO.
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006

__ {lI2) 313-3600

and without costs.

SO ORDERED,

JUl 03 2012

Drll NE.W YORK
~\.H)lJ1Y(~s· ..m.

··~'ESq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ''I) J
Karts & Von Oiste fp.,(5 I~
19500 State Highway 249, Ste. 420
Houston, Texas 77070



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

VIRGIL WILLIAM LAFFEY

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190334/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ~YOrk, New York
lJ. a, ,2012

Douglas & von Oiste, Esq.
Karst Von Oiste
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420
Houston, TX 77070

SO ORDERED,
ItmI¥1il\..T€~m....t1pitler

JUL 03 2012

He n Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

1784953
l\,jt.:\iv I V :\

(iOUNTI CLERK'S OFFICE JUN 282012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------------------------)(

Inde)( No.: 190353-11

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------------------------------------------)(
This Document Relates To:
RUSSELL J. FOREMAN and DOROTHY H.
FOREMAN,

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et aI.,

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------)(
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. (improperly and allegedly sued herein as Crane

Co., Individually and as successor to Deming Pump, Weinman Pump Manufacturing Company,

Pacific Steel Boiler Corporation and Thatcher Boiler) ("CRANE CO.") hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ~-- \ ~l L <;>\ ""L
New York, New York

~~OI1HOdrillsky~ ,..:
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
360 Le)(ington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017
(212) 986-2233

NY-96 I132 vI JUN 28 201l



NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190353/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Judith A. Y
DARGER EkRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 1t h Floor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

JUL 03 2012%'&Q ~ ,2012

a-mNEW YQov
""' q_n'

RUSSEL J. FOREMAN

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

Bri~l~

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all lto-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F rll! I)
Dated: New York, New York

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017
(212) 986-2233

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice-Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

Hon. Sherry K. Heider

JUN 2820121



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER"'· "--_0°'0.

0

_- " ••- ."

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitter, J.)

Index No: 190353/11

JUN 2820111

Russell J. Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

Dated: New York, New York

JUL 03 2012

-----------------------------------------x

SO ORDERED,__ e14r. 0Hon.~

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING &
COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter CARRIER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

4900170v.l

~---------_.-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190376/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT MARCHESONA,

- against-

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

-+-;----'J~-r---, 2012
ork

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party. F I L E .~
O '" ~~I ,

JUL 03 2012 ; I
COUNTYCLER I .

---,~ ""_'''''-r'~+---:-~_I:_W~O~'::/I
sq.

SEGAL McCAM DGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 ,-Suite 1100
ew York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

--------------

Jordan C. O....,a,/"¥

BELLUCK
Attorney for he
546 FIFTH AVB ,4th FLOOR
New York, NY 10036
(888) 808-0428

~t.lUN 2 BZQ12



X:PUN55ZQj.lleW!N.QSlM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------._-----------------------------------._----------------_.){
JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

- against - Index No.: 113287/98, 111047/98 &
190391/11

AC.&S. INC" et al.; NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendants.
-----...-------.----------------------.-- ,---..---------------------X

, .
WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL/lkla DUNKIRK RADIATOR

CORPORATION hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

JUN 282011

~---------_.-

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR
•

INTERNATION4Lj/kla DUNKIRK RADIATOR CORP0R.tJ"Oftthl!jl'e,~dthere

being no opposition thereto,
JU" 0 3 201Z

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
,'t/;;:;~ '{ORK

defendants ECR INTERNATIONALflkla DUNKIRKRA~~be and the.' ~, '.. __M''''''''''

SO ORDERED,

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ~'

f I J, I' "/'/ u---'-......J--
Wf/ /" "~~+-,--"<:---+-__-.J,... _

Suz e atcliffe,Esq. J e£li DiGre orio, Esq.
Attorrl for Plaintiffs l",h

5
! II _~keys fa ECR INTERNATIONALj/k/a

Weitz & Luxenberg LOlA'- I'oJ- DUNKlRK RADIATOR CORPORATION
". 700Broadway·"···· _. " " " . .., Barry McTieman-& Moore '"."

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 4th Floor
1'1"''''--v<'orIC; New York 10006
(212) 313-3600



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heit1er, J.)

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER,

P1aintiff(s),

Index No.: 11/190l91
98/113287
98/111047

-against-

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, ~ a1.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
----------------------------------------x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

JUl 03 2012

,JUN 2810\i

M.Ratcliffe, E q
WElT & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 55~~-=_5.jOO

. Heitler

Brookly~, New York
U. ('2 \ , 2012

------- _-- ----- -

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRIFelar. ~ same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. l:)
Dated:

SO ORDERED,

John J. Fan Esq.
Cullen and y n LLP
Attorney for D fendant
NATIONAL GRI GENERATION LLC
177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201
(718)855-9000



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------.-------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----------------------..-------------------------.---------------x
JOSEPH NAIMOLI and CARMELA NAIMOLI,

Index No.: 190405/11

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

-----------------------.---------------------------...-------------x

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWIIP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,

JUN 28 20J2

SO ORDERED, ----,__~~;;:;;z~(bL---

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andwithout costs J:thf party.

Dated: New York, New York LED
JUL 03 2012

t COUNTYC
• C:::::=~'-'""ZJ :iT-,. ~7_ NE.WLERKIS O.F.Fq

\-X- ~ YORK
FiloLch~q.L::...:....:~:.....---L-UI~-=....:::..::"'1I"'~~' Ted Eder,Esq.~··~~

Weit Luxenberg SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190408/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

KENNETH EGGENBERGER,

- against-

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WElL-MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

JUN 282012

FILED
JUL 03 2012

--'H-~'_~ __"""74-_.....,."-_COUN~CLERK'S OFFICE •
Ta eN.Megerian 7,., EWYORK
SEGAL McCAMB GE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
AttomeysfurDerendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York~,,_~ 10022
51-7500

Dated: --+--1r--'~'"'WSr---' 2012
Ne York

___'~_.H-Hr...,+ _



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
OUf File No. 35252

Plaintiffs,
vs.

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA
EGGENBERGER

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS
LITIGATION

I,
,
,,

!Index No.: 190408/11
---------------,,,,,

, DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM
POWELL COMPANY'S NO
OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et
aI.,

Defendants.

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 Co ny, be and the same are hereby dismissed

Christine Basner, Esq.
lemente Mueller, P.A.

Attorneys for Defendant
The William Powell Company
5 Penn Plaza, 19th Floor
New York, New York 10001
212-425- 5

JUN 282011

,JUL 032012

FILED
with prejudice and without costs.

SO ORDERED:.1"..s---=-.,f----+--.7'4--J.hflllV-- _

Dated: New Y;

BY:



..

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Joseph Munnelly

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x

NYCAL .
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

Index No: 190415/11,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly sib/a
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors" (herein
after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: (,/,zlrz.. t: I L 1= 0

Ch~ ~ !~:~; 03 2012

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. .4JN'T'yc~R/(
Attorney for Plaintiff '8_~FF/9I
700 Broadway ~
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ----+-----,,.Jb<--""::::>O",.../-----

JUN 2820'2,
4838626v.\



: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

____________-------j: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK--------"-----
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190427111
ANTHONY VIVONA AND CATHERINE
VIVONA,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-
NO OPPOSITION .
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, el al.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation f/k/a the Duriron Company Inc.

improperly denominated as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and as Successor to Aldrich Pumps;

Durco, Duriron, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Flowserve

Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Flowserve corporatio¥'e,atttewoare hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

JUL 032012

963-0938

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Anthony Vivona and Catherine Vivona
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

"12) 558-5500

JUN 28ZO''l.
SO ORDERED, ---~---.l~>/dI-------

Dated: New York, New York NEW YOKK

_.. ~~012 .c;;JUtIT'tC\HI~"'='=~~

aura B. Hollman, Ii q. ~
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
Attorneys for Defendants
Flowserve Corporation
80 Broad Street- 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

{NO\47982-] }



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 190432/11

JOHN REILLY AND PATRICIA REILLY,

against

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Individually
and as Successor to ARMSTRONG MACHINE
WORKS, et aI.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as

Successor to Frick Company)" hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as Successor to Frick

Company}" with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

--------------------

defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as Successor to Frick

Company)" be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

1IIIIIImlll~IIIIIII~IIIM II~I
BZ-TIME-27

SO ORDERED:

DATED: Netw I?runswick, NJ

(,
1I1'l. /l~ f1-;
~ M~.ES~
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY &
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP , lIRAWSS, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant, , I E orneys for Plaintiffs,
York International Corporation (Giv u" ohn Reilly and Patricia Reilly
and as Successor to Frick Com~ny), 360 LeXington Aven ,20th Floor
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 0 '3 20120 Box 3601
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 JUL New York,

~t:.\N ",OH\<.

ceUrl1't

HOAGLAND., LONGO
1010RAN,.DUNST&
DOUKAS,.LLP
ATTORNEYS AfLAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
PO BOX480
NEW BRUNSlI'.1CK;NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 vw.TSEY'SMILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON,NJ



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 190432/11

JOHN REILLY AND PATRICIA REILLY,

against

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. (Individually
and as Successor to ARMSTRONG MACHINE
WORKS, et aI.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Frick Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

DATED:

SO ORDERED:

~r~ FrunSWiCk, NJ /1At It'
MONICA R. KOST EWA, Q. M~ ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY &
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 1iRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant, f ' LE orneys for Plaintiffs,
Frick Company ohn Reilly and Patricia Reilly
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48 360 Lexington Av nue, 20th Floor
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 til 0 3 1.\,)1PO Box 3

J New, N

HEW ~OR"AA:~LA
COUNl't CLEf\~

HOAQLAND,LONGO
MORAN,DUNSU
DOUKAS,LLP
AnORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
PO 80X 480
NEW BRUNS\III1CK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY
701 I'W..TSEY'S MILL RD
SUlTE202
HAMMONTON, NJ

'" IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII~ 11111 111111m
BZ-TIME-26



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,1.)

Index No: 190432/11

JOHN REILLY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co·defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

~-'..~.'.

JUN 2820121

FIlF:O

itItHan. sherrr:H::

Dated: New York, New York

without costs.

SO ORDERED,

---"ca4\....1.M.o<D,J.!-o......El~~'d...o,,--' 2012

~
~A A· IV-.. NEW YORK\./"v \..../ '-:::/' ~UNTY CLERK'S _"-_.IL

--:-:----",1"'--------~----Brian . Early, Esq. Judith A. avitz, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC DARGE ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10016
(212) 986-2233 (212) 452·5300

-----------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_______________~: (Heitler,1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190435/11,
FRANCESCO SCARFO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

BENJAMIN MOORE & COMPANY, et at.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., improperly sued as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Dap, Inc., improperly sued as Dap

Products, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Dap, Inc., improperly sued as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

JUN 282012

Attorneylfor Plaintiffs
Scarfo, Francesco
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor

-New"York, New York 10170
(212) 986-2233

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E 0
Dated:N7;~LYork f \ \..

,2012 3 ~\\1'L
J\.)\.. 0

..it:!:~f\O'l
coU~~A ~/,

SO ORDER

stin Kasmir, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Dap, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456 _/

604-478

,,'



I
,1

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

~UN 2820\l

L. Budner, Esq.
SEG McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
--!2~65T:=i50U--

Defendants.

Plaintiff(s),

- against-

to either party.

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, WeiI-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

FILED
JUL 03 2012

COUNTy CLf5R I

"". New YO~kOf:f:/CE

Dated: ----,L---------II---;'~_
NewNor ,

/

Index No.: 190438/11

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

Jordan C.
BELLUC &
Attorney for la . ffs
546 FIFTH AV NUE, 4th FLOOR
New York, NY 10036
(888) 808-0428

WElL-MCLAIN, et al.,

MANUEL GALEANO,

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



F I LED

Index No.: 190438/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER MAHONEY, LTD.

~~~~
W. Simone Ni olson, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
Curtiss-Wright Flow Control Corporation

SO Third Avenue, Suite 1100
e -'10022

Defendants.

JUL 03 2012

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFice 1
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS-WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

MYRIAM GALEANO, Individually and as
Proposed Executrix of the Estate ofMANUEL
GALEANO,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI.,

JUN 28 201Z

named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves and/or Sprague Pumps ("CURTISS

WRIGHT") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant

CURTISS-WRIGHT with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, CURTISS-WRIGHT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without&#either party.
Dated: . t ,2012
New York, ew York

Jordan C. x
Attorneys fc
546 5th Avenu
New York, Ne

BELLUC

SO ORDERED,-~~===~~fL-J-~---



Index No.: 190445111,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH
SANTIAGO,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

-----------------------c (Heitler,1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

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 \ LED

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Santiago, George L.
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

in smir, Esq.
orney for Defendant

akfabco, Inc.
CGlvNEY & KLUGER, P.c.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

JUL 032012

NE.W 'lOR".......ett'C!

4-J!4:l-~=====:::CUJN==~l\1"_~__·s~@

SO ORDERED, ---+--'7'k::.".e:.-{,*:+-------

2571-1631



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

_________________ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190445/11,
GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH
SANTIAGO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Karnak Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

defendant, Karnak Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

781-0065

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Santiago, George L.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
( 12) 558-5500

FILED

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Karnak Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

without costs.

Jut 0 3 2012

~~t\._

~~~~~~)_CD_~W~~
Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Karnak Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

,

"'\

"UN 28201Z,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

Index No.: 190445/11

Ne~hork, New York
{fJ 1'(' ,2012

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH
SANTIAGO

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

f\t. EOprejudice and without costs.

Dated:

1783599

Chas Ferguso sq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No.: 108354/00

190447111

WENDELL CORWIN,
Plaintiff{s),

- against-

WElL-MCLAIN, et aL,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WElL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above~entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant WeB-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimSf!Pd cross claims against

Defendant, Wei I-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with rlejulc~dStht:ti)costs
to either party.

......

,.JUN 28lOll

.'

JUl 03 2012

NEW YORK
IUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

JenMfer e. Buaner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

"E-~=q.~""--
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, L:o-«<'lI.J

Dated: ~~ ,2012
New York, New York



,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WENDELL CORWIN SR. and ALICE
CORWIN

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heider, S.)

Index No.: 190447/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
19 -II ,2012

FilED
JUL 03 2012

..

BenjamiK Darche, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway, 6th Floor
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

1781765

Heien Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

_"UN 2 ~ ~O lZ



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190455111

GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH SANTIAGO,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

-against-

FI LE 0
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODCUTS CO., et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant ROGERS

JUL 03 2012

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICe 1
._._ NEW YORK I

CORPORATION, hereby requestS""--Suinmary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Rogers Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that Ulon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Rogers Corporat:on be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs to either p
('

Dated:~. , 2012
Newark, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBER(", P.C SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

•

JUN 282012

By:_j!j,eHN~
W. :·"'·mone Nichalso Esq.

prneys far Defendant
Rogers Corporation

50 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New Yark, NY !.9.Q_2.~-.~"--'

SO ORDERED, --~~f---- _

BY:~~
Jeg8f~'ia~~~ t/11"
Attorneys for PlamtIff - 0"
700 Broadway
New Yark, New York 10Cf)3



CLB56 145/h.gal/nosjrn

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------~--------------------------------------------------------)(
FERNANDO HERNANDEZ,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

Index No.: 190462/11,

113546/97,256.64/91 & IE.. D
6671/88 , rl t";.;,

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30_ IJ lit!

Nf; •. . ,...J'\~~
~G\WCSII~'

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

atthew; k,Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff ~I
Weitz & Luxenberg to I
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED__~_--=,-,-,"'---...I.oO:..J"f-__

e-
/>~; ~.. '...,

~.~ y
'". "(

~ "-~--"--.,,
,/ Ma ew Charles, Esq.

At rneys for Defendant
C EAVER-BROOKS, INC.
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600



•

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

=~~~~-~~-~:~-~~~~-----------------------------X F , l E 0- 1 I
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL ........•

ASBESTOS LITIGATION JUt 03 2012
---------------------------------------------------------------X
PAUL J. DELUCA and VIOLA DELUCA, Index No. 190~cp}4f}JTY CLERK'S OFFICE •

-=-_'.'.~ NEW YORK
Plaintiffs, '-._oc, ='. __.

NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

---------------------------------------------------------------X

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider,
lAS Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: N~ York, New York
JUtrt-<. (fl;2{:>/&,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

By:~:L
Mark Tevis

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

JUN 2 820lZ
SO ORDERED: __-\,-......."..<---"- _



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

In Re First Judicial District
Asbestos Litigation

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JOHN H. RYAN,
NYCAL

Plaintiff,

vs.

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
Index No.: 111190493

HOWDEN BUFFALO, INC., Individually and
on behalf ofB. F. Sturtevant and American Blower, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Howden Buffalo, Inc., individually and on behalf of B. F.

Sturtevant and American Blower hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Howden

Buffalo, Inc., individually and on behalf of B. F. Sturtevant and American Blower, with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notic¥ at tteEdali) all claims and cross-claims against Howden

Buffalo, Inc., individually and on behalf of B. F. Sturtevant and American Blower be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and with~tmt);.3 2012

JUN 282012

'Brauer Ruc , sq.
Attorneys for Defendant, Howden Buffalo, Inc.,
Individually and on behalfofB. F. Sturtevant and
American Blower,
The Avant Building, Suite 1200
200 Delaware Avenue

uffalo NY 14202-2150

NeW .....ORK..p~sleBuffalo,New York
QQ\JNN~un-~une~,2012

Hon.
SO ORDERED:~~~~-+-....,-£~ ~~__

Dated: New Y~~e.w York
June ----t::--;'2012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

,

~ Index No.: 190497/11,

i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
,~ MOTION AND ORD,ER.

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AURELIO TORRES,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
j LA.S. Part 30

-===-=-~~=--==-:--:=:=--=-=-:-- ~~ (Heider, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

'AIR & LIQUID"SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests s\1Il1inary

judgment in the above erititled case, pursuat:It to Civil Practice Law and Rules §,3212, dismissing

plaintiffs" complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this
, ,

,action, and there being no opposition thereto, '

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def~ridants. all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed wtth

prejudice and without costs. F I LED,
, Dated: New York, New York ,JUl 0 3 2012

:tal" ,2012
, I

, " NEW"fORK

',V ,'~CI.iflK"OFfICII"

o(~k$dL~ C5~ ~
LauraB. Hollman, Esq. " ~
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
The Nash Engineering Company Torres, Aurelio
McGIvNEy & KLUGER, P.C.' WErTZ & LUXENBERG, P.e-
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 58'-"5500 JU\'l2 ~ to,1

SO ORDERED, --...,......-.----.F'=----"------~--
Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

505-2615



.SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
.. COUNTY OF NEW YORK

··
~ Index No.: 190497/11,

·AURELIO TORRES,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

: NYCAL
1LA.S. Part 30

__~~ --.---'j (Heider, J.)

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., 'Inc, hereby requests summary

, jiJdg~ent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32l2, 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 cl,aims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be andthe same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
U It*! ,2012

I FILED

JUN 282011

Attome Plaintiffs
Torres, Aurelio
WEITZ & LuXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

w York, New York 10003
212) 558-5500

Han. Sherry Klein Heider
SO ORDERED, ~~ _

Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney forbefendallt
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

.·80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

963-937



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------------------------------------)(

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------------------------------------)(
This document relates to:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No.: 190026/2012

ROBERT BRUNCK,

Plaintiff,

-against-

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
----------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

JUN 282012

~:2- Jr/\
Paul B. Josephs,~~
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

~rrv Klel -Heitler F I LED

Dated: :!lu",I(F r,2012
Harrison, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

JUt ,0 3 2012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~----------~-----------~----~------------x

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LlTJGATJON

-~-----~-----~----~-----~------~---------x

This Document Relates To:

NYCAL
l.A.S. Part 30
(Heider, 1.)

Index No: 190047112

Ronald Rogers and Kyle Rogers

----~-----------~------~------~------~---x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

5082918v.l

JUN 28lOll

Julie~.ans~lEf.
WILSON,EL
EDELMAN DIC R LLP
Attorney for efe ant
Federal-Mo 1\sbestos Personal
Injury Trust as successor to Felt
Products Manufacturing Co.
150 East 42nd Street

:~*~t-:(J;, -pNitewrnYi;0:1rk~, New York 10017
~ Ie 120.00121

SO ORDERED,---~t++!"=~~m.---

hris Romanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -' - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

~~~~~-~----------------------------------x

This Document Relates To:

Ronald Rogers and Kyle Rogers

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190047/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos
Personal Injury Trust, as successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal
Mogul Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as successor in interest to the
Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

"""'--...J.....-,.,.. Romanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC

Attorney for Plaintiff F' LeO
700 Broadway .
New York, NY 10003

JUL 03 20'2

SO ORDERED, --------t...."",)!...L.:.~~----

5082974v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

---------------------------------------------..-------------------x
CHUN HING LEE, Index No.: 190082/12

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et. al.

Defendants.

LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

--------------------------------------------..-----------------x
WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. F , LED

JUN 2 8201l

SO ORDERED,

Dated: ~erJ;;;'J~ JUL 03 2012

.~I,.<.-.I<.II-l=---.c.....L..:.... _---=.......;:'-"----,;:;C*o....W+1II--
E
-p;.':NHY~O::0FF1:R-~-_.- ~ _

---Katrina Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Gardner Denver Inc.
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

L:J:.#-Jf--,,212) 651-7500

BE LUCK & FOX, LLP
Att meys for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 651-1575



{NOI46831-1}

uwN 28ZOlZ 2571-1779

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Michael G. Yasso
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558~5500

costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above

Plaintiff(s),

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint

-against~

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

MICHAEL G. YASSO,
Index No.: 190088/12

Defendant(s).

ORDERED, that ~pon notice to al~1:Jnda\ts, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc~ be E le\-arne are herebY"dismissed with prejudice and without

SO ORDERED, --=~_----=_~~~ _

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

n,~ Rt~: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

jU\' 0 3 1\)\1

NE.'N '(O~KOffv:Ji
Ne York couth'C cu:R~S .-----

,201]. ~

--~-+-I---------- ~
Jason S R· 1 er, Esq.
McG NEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Att eys for Defendants
Oakfabco, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

: NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

__,------,-:-- ---=::" ~----------I:(Heitler,1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, Colwnbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Colwnbia Boiler Company of Pottstown with

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190088/12

-ag~inst- JUL 0 3 2m2
i

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,
NEW'(Ont\.

couKN ClER\($ ~~~rant(s).

MICHAEL G. YASSO,

F I L E Ointiff(s),

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

IN RE: NEW YORK' COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK

- •..._-_ _---_ ..~-----------------,
NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

~~~~~~~~~~~--------,

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Michael G. Yasso
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ~~~::"-"~~~..I--~~~~~

Dated: New York, New York

--k I/'1 ,2012

~~~
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.e.
Attorneys for Defendants
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

{NOI46831-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

___~ --= ---' (Heider, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190088/12
MICHAEL G. YASSO,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs. FI LED

{NOI46831-1}

ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Michael G. Yassa
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

Michelle D. Grady, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Aurora Pump Company
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Han. Sherry Klein Heider
SO ORDERED, _

1003-409)

-



' .. " _"-~~-,.----------,.,-

Index No.: 190088/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Plaintiff(s).

- against-

MICHAEL G. YASSO,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

WRIT...MCLAIN, et aI.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Sununary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Well-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 p hretd£isf)with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

JUL 03 2012

Pet Tambini, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
100 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ---=CJ0I-=O'-'_-1'-__- _
H S C5YLKl'HOIon. herry em elt er

JUN 2B2012

-------------



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: ;;.;.;M;;;,.;;;O'-"T-=:I....O~N-=-AN=D__O-=..:RD=·=E.-.;;:R
I

I
I
I,
I,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,) et aI.,

-against-

Plaintiff(s),

MICHAEL G. YASSO,

Defendant(s).

:NYCAL
I

I LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)

-:T-H":':C""rS---oo"""::""C-:':":U......M:-=EN......T=-RE-:-=-:P:c=E-:-ru---S......T-,-O-:--~~---':

: Index No.: 190088/12

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

{NOJ46831-1}

)
t

I
!
I

FILEDand without costs.

SO ORDERED, ~~--oO-.--------t..K.IN28101t
Hon. Sherry Klein Beitler

1003-4091

Dated: New York, New York JUl 03 201Z
~,2012

.r\ C N~\
~ {\v l t, ~ ~0 ) (/ '. ~~(---'- :--;;~'---.

Michelle D. Grady, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EITZ & LUXENBERG,P.e.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Aurora Pump Company Michael G. Yasso
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212 558-2.200



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----.----.--~-----------------·----------x

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

------------------------·----------------x
This Document Relates To:

Michael G. Yasso

------------------------------·--·-------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190088/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC" (herein after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE
INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ~

~··F'lf=D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. ',,,,,

Attorney for Plaintiff JUL 0 3
700 BroadllaYfi!l.. P"'. 2012
Ne~eol" Y \PU003\t
r'r '''" . .IHK

~UN(Y~aOFF.
JUL 0 3~g1l-!9

JUN 282012

5029082v.l



a

.'

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Stephen M. Dunphy and Diane Dunphy,

---------.,.-------------------------------x

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heider, J.)

Index No: 190097/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC" (herein after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE
INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Julie Evans, sq.
WILSON, LSE MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMA &D CKERLLP
Attorney fo n endant
American Biltrite Inc.
150 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 13139.00140

JUN 282012

NEWYUI-~

CQUN1Y CLERK"& ur;:-~

Benjamin Dare ,

WEITZ & LV NBERG P~ I LED
Attorney for Plaintiff ..
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 JUL 0 3 2012

Dated:

5028985v.!

SO ORDERED, --------'-..--~W+----



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
••••••••••••••••~•••••_••••-•••••-_•••••.•.-_.-••.-_.-•••-.--••--••-•••X

]n Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LIT]GATION

••••••••••_•••••••-••••••••••_•••-.-•••.-•..•-.••.,.--•.•••--••••---•••X
This document relates to:

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY,

Plaintiff,

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et aJ.

Defendant.
-...•....•-••...•.-..-.•...•-....••.•......-•....--_....-•....--....-.X

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitlel', 1.)

Index No.: 19009712012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER-DORR
OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER·DORR·OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above·entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOIT..ER COMPANY,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co·defendants, all claims and cross·claims against defendant

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

JUN 282012

dl' . elissi . on van, ·sq.
1VHUSo.tPl...oG AN, LLP,
Attomeys!or De/em/alit
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Avenue - Suite 501

O
Hal'l'ison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

JUL 03 2012

C()WI~ I Y Cu:.R~S OFFlCE

and withoul~ost .
fo(~ 12.

Dated: Han'iso 1, New York

Honorable S .

Benjamin arch, Esq.
WEITZ & UXENBERG, p.e.
Att01'lley:rfol' Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-------------------------~---------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Stephen M. Dunphy and Diane Dunphy,

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190097/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32] 2,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

5035891v.1

Dated:

JUN 282012

Benjami~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff l F "
700 Broadway F,.."
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, __------.~..,.-~~~---_



CLB56546/legallnosjmOCTOBER 2012

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
GEORGE LEONG and FLORENCE LEONG,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s),

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190108112

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi~ Practice Law,and fules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defenctL !~-JlOK',INC. with prejudice.

I
and there being no opposition thereto, Jut 0 3 2012 f!

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe~itf~Iaims ~d cross claims against
~a.EftlGOFfJL1l

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Ii

II
Ii

i
I
I

I
I

I

I

I
I

without costs.

~-:::::av~i:=~:=?:::::;:=:=le::;2::E=--sq-.---~
Attomey for Plaintiff pI
Weitz & Luxenberg I ~ 5 I~
700 Broadway (Q
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

Cl~dil .. ~:
.~~ Charles, Esq.

Atto eys for Defendant

~
AVER-BROOKS' INC.

rry McTiernan & Moore
Rector Street, 14th Floor

N . "N~w York 10006
(212) 313-3600

JUN 28 l012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT J. DOMBROWSKI and MARJORIE
DOMBROWSKI,

NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

INDEX NO.: 19011412012

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are "hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. f\LED

SO ORDERED,

JUN 282012

len A. McGow: , E
cElroy, Deutsc ., Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant A O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

New Yor~New York

~(t' " ,2012

Dated:

Path Burshtyn, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.e.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

1772868



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--~------~------~---------~-._---~------------~- .._--.-..-.------.-x
LEROY G. MITCHELL and FREDA MITCHELL, Index No.: 190117-12

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
Successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,

NYCAL
1. A. S. Part 30

Defendants.
-.---~-----.~--------.------.----------------.-~-.---.~·------·~----x

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC.

without prejudice, and tllere being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

JUN 28201l

By: __---:---=-~~~~-k:i" :__'_~-
SHAWNETT" A. , ESQ.
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC
Attorneys for the Defendant(s)
CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC.
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor
New York, New York 10006
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600
Our File No.: CLB56562

JUL 03 2012

t4fB.WN~

PJu.Mj)Va.~

without prejudice and without costs.

BY:p~~~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C.
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs
LEROY G. MITCHELLtidand
FREDA MITCHELL J
700 Broadway (() JJ- .
New York, New York 10003
Tel.: (212) SS8 - 55

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the same are he

FILED

SO ORDERED,



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.: 190119/2012

THOMAS HOUSTON & ELLEN HOUSTON,

STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE
WlTHOUTPREJUDICE AS
TO DEFENDANT FOSECO, INC•-against-

Plaintiffs,

SUl)REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW VORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

.FOSEeo, INC., et a!.

Defendants.
----.--.---~.---••~-..-----..---------------.-.-~~--------.-.-.-.--X

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned, the

attomeys of record for the parties that have appeared in the above entitled action, that whereas no palty

hereto is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been appointed and no pei'son not a

party has an interest in the subject matter ofthe action, the above entitled action be and the same hereby is

discontinued, without prejudice,as to defendant FOSECO, INC., without costs to either party as against

the other.

IT IS FURTHER AGREED that this stipulation may be filed without further notice with the

Clerk of Court,

JUL 03 2012

Dated: Harrison, New York

Jh¥O&~
THE LANIER.LAW FIRM, PLLC
Attorneys/o/, Pl«imljfs~ , LED
126 East 5611

• Street, 6l\· ~"rr '....
New York, NY 10022
(212) 421 2800

~_ ~J
~~"'

~Or,~3MOlll

NEVil, "

.~C~b::f JI7'f .- -tlUN 28201l



................~

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
i NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

--:-=:-:-::-:-:-_--:-_-::-:-:----:-:-__---:-----:---'- --...! (HeitIer, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190148/12
COBURN MILLER and DIOMARIS MILLER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et
at.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Rain Bird Corporation, improperly pled as Hammond Valve

Company, hereinafter Rain Bird Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint

against defendant, Rain Bird 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, Rain Bird Corpor\ion, \=1 t 1!eDhereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. ~

1383.0017JUN 28201Z

JUL 03 2012

NEW'{OI''.!'' a
couNtY CLERK'S orr

rv~ y---..
'?C\ tt-\ ~1.N3"'~-. •~.. ~'i .

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Coburn Miller and Diomaris Miller
WEITZ·& LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 55.§-5500

,
Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Rain Bird Corporation
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509·3456 _ UJ
SO ORDERED, rJDl_....JJ::::..._3....- _

Han. Sherry Klein Heitler

Dated: N~~YOrk
,2012

~~$&d-~.. _



, ,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
~----.~.--------------~-~-~--~.------------~-~---~-----..-----~.---}C
COBURN MILLER and DIOMARIS MILLER, Index No.: 190148·12

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

i

I
!
iJUL 03 2012'

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
Successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,

Defendants.
._-------------------------~----.-----------~-7'--.-----_·-------·---x ~~~r hl"fP.

WHEREFORE, defendantCLEAVER-BR~~~bYrequests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC.

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, '

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the

without prejudice and without costs.

BY:~~"-"- " By: ~~~;;;j;3f'-;;:;:'Gf;;::;:;:;--;::;;-;::;---
, PA TI,BIJRSHTYN~ESQ. SHA.. , .,f~, .. IT, ESQ..

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs Attorneys for the Defendant(s)
COBURNMILLERand "Ill j f) CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC.
DIOMARIS MILLER {O <1-5 ':.L. 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor '
700 Broadway New York, New York 10006
New York, New York 10003 Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600
Tel.: (212) 558 -55~~?ur File No.: CLB56598

SO ORDERED, ~ '
Hon. Sherry Klein~Heit1er

"UN 282011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

This document relates to:

FRANK DELISE

------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 190156-12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prt;iudice, there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismisseF,:i:U~fiJ without costs.

Dated: New York, New York 1012 \\\1. J!!'
JUl 03 1Q'1

~-'.~~~-
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, 6-4 J\ +1

L/!A L a-!Ji1~!Ji
~~"","~7F--.---
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P.
Attomeys 101' Defendant,
Pneumo Abex U ,C
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004
212981-4501 E):1. 21

I ~..JN 28l012



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------x

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.)

FRANK DEUSE and VIRGINIA DELISE, Index No. 190156/12

Plaintiffs,

-v.-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., E1' AL., including,
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC.

Defendants.

---------------------x
WHEREFORE, defendant Superior Boiler Works, Inc. (hereinafter "Superior Boiler") hereby

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Superior Boiler with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

1 .),.. '..•.
j :.'

j

4
c'

2

WYORK

JUN 282012Dated:--------

Eva S. ayne, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LVC'
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York~0038
Attorneys for Defendant
Superior 'ler Works, Inc.

) 791·0285

v

New Yor , New York
tr' ,2012

Dated:

Superior Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FILED
JUL 03 2012

OUNTYCLE

SO ORDERED, -~~~'b"-~f------

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

Patti Burshtyn, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Atlorneysfor Plaintiffs
Frank Delise, et al.
(212) 558-5500

~ ....
~~"



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---------------------x
FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE,

Plaintiffs,

-v.~

NYCAL

Index No. 190156112

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL., including,
CROWN BOILER CO.

Defendant(s).

---------------------.x
WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/KiA CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC.

("Crown Boiler") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

------------~

Dated;~-JUN 2 8109111

Eva S. Wayne, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
AUorneys jor Defendant
Cr n Boiler Co.
(212) 791-0285

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Crown Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cJ!:'

Dated: NewYor ,New York I LED ,Ii,,;

b /~ , 2012 JUL 03 1
Cou 2012 I.,'

[i: t NiY
J

<:.. ' CLERK's,
~ Jy- ~::::. _ NEW YORKO/=FICE;

,.:;1

SO ORDERED, --Io::::----.!~~f---------

Patti Burshtyn, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Frank Delise. et al.
(212) 558-5500



JUN 282012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190156-12

LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

NYCAL

~~Sara Murphy, Esq. .
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P.
Attomeys for Defendant,
Pneuma Abex LLC
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10004

81.::4501 E,:t. 21

FI LED

. Burshtyn, Esq.
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

t,}J(l£... ,<.;\'2Ol 'Z.

Dated·: }+e'V\i 'rOlk; t~e~ ;York

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

opposition thereto,

defendant Pneuma Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed widl prejudice and without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

FRANK DELISE

SO ORDERED,.~~_---"--~--___c-

This document relates to:

JUL 03 2012

. NEW'iORK:

------------------------------~lCi-~~~~~-~~~~~!:------..J<

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OFtiNEW YORK
------------------.-----------------------------------------------------J{
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
------------------------------------------------------------------------)(

FW'""'-



WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-----------------------------------------x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------x
This Document Relates To:

Frank Delise and Virginia Delise

-----------------------------------------x

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190156/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

JUL 03 2012

5049133v,1 NEW YORK
COUNTY CL.ER~S OFFiCE

JUN 28 lOlZFI LED

Dated:

SO ORDERED,-1~~~~~;;J;.:---
Hon. S

~Pat i Burshtyn, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Altomey for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003



JOHN D. WALKER and CATHERINE MCLEAN,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190163/12

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: NYCAL
I LA.S. Part 30
I •
, (Helder, 1.)----------------------,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et aI.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

]0034277

{NOI49862-1}

'.
JUL 03 2012

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

~_... _-----

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
John D. Walker and Catherine McLean Walker
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212 55 -

defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPA,NY bjlnd the s'iUi~.hereby dismissed with prejudice

! rlLcu .
and without costs. :

SO ORDERED, -~----t~-b70""""~------

ichelle D. Grady, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Aurora Pump Company
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Dated: New York, New York

6-,} ,2012



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190181112

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Plaintiffs,

-against-

REGGIE FRAZIER,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

_________________ (Heitler,1.)

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company ofPottstown, with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

2572-0108

,~UN 282012

it< WOo .:YA~~
Attorney for Plaintiff
Reggie Frazier
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.e.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558~-5~~---------

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be aue same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. f \ \... E
Dated: New Yark, New York \\ \\.. {) 3 1~'1

:tv..-tt (8 ,2012 \,IV

t4~"(O\\\<.~~

c;oU~O

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ---==---+----.~~'d------



thereto,

2575-1897

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 190187/12

-against-

Defendant(s).

Plaintiff(s)

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, OAKFABCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the

STANLEY FRIEDMAN & PHYLLIS FRIEDMAN,

complaint against defendant, OAKFABeO, INC. without prejudice, and there being no opposition

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et aI.,

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

SO ORDERED, --IL---=~_..1... _

{NOI49777-11

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c~fendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, OAKFABCO" 1Ncfbe\aL.!same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs. ' ~ ~ 1..\\\1-
~\j\.-

wYotk ~'~~~
,2012~~

----v---+--t-----,r---~------ Bri~~lo,lJr#
THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stanley Friedman and Phyllis Friedman
126 East 56th Street, Six Floor
New York, New Yor~k......-<u.....
(2:Ll~~rou--

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK



Dodge Industries, Inc. without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER ON BEHALF OF
DEFENDANT PHELPS DODGE
INDUSTRIES, INC.

- against-

A.a. SMITH CORP., et al.,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

-----------------------------------------.--••---------------------- x

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

WHEREFORE, defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. hereby requests

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

against defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. be, and the same are, hereby dismissed without

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint and all amendments to the complaint against Phelps

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

-------------------------------------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGAnON NYCAL

-------------------------------------------------------------------- x
STANLEY FRIEDMAN and PHYLLIS FRIEDMAN, Index No.: 190187/2012

prejudice and without costs.

JUN 282012

JUl 032012SO ORDERED:

Dated: New Yark, New York
.:r~ 'i-1-, d-l7IJ...

BY:Bri~t1tt~
THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 421-2800

FI LE D



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-~--------------------------~---~-------~---~-._--.---._-_._--._---~-){

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON
-._-----.---._---------._---~-.-~-.------------~---~--------------~-.)(
This Document Relates to:

Frederick L. Mark and Dolores M. Mark,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

3M Company, et aI.,
Defendants.

-----------._------------------------~------~-------------~-----)(

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 39
(Judge Heider)

Index No. 190188/2012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, 3M Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 3M Company, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, 3M Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

Timothy cHugh sq.
'J\.l\. 03 'lOl1AVIN, O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE &

DISIPIO
NEW ,{OR~ttomeys for Defendant

CLERt<:53OfflGlPany
uNl" 20 Lexington Avenue, Suite 2900

New York, New York 10170
(212) 319-6898

elluck, Esq.
BELL K&FOX
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED: ---j¥--_-'--__

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--~----~--~----~----~----~----~------~--~x

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

---~----~----~-------~----~----~---------x

This Document Relates To:

John Vellucci and Linda Vellucci, his wife

~-------~------------~-------~---------~-x

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 190201112

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above~entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

5077261v.l

WILS N, ELSE , MOSKOWITZ,
EDEL AN & ICKERLLP
Attorn y for fendant
Federa gul Asbestos Personal
Injury Trust as successor to Felt
Products Manufacturing Co.
150 East 420d Street

l!~~~~~c.~_~~~ork,New York 10017
~ File No. 11120.00128

New York, New YorkDated:

JUN 282012

Douglas von . e, Esq.
KARST & VON OISTE LLP 0
Attorney for Plaintiff f , ,.~ F .
19500 State Hwy 249
Suite 420 0\1
Houston, Texas 77070 JUl 03 1

SO ORDERED, \.--~=_"""~~-__
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Index No.: 190209112
FRANCES MALEY,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERDefendant(s).

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et a1.,

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYeAL

I

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON I I.A.S. Part 30
_________________-.....J: (Heider, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests swnmary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

F I LED

{N0148669-l}

~tlUH 282012

1235-23902

Dated: New \YOrk,~ewYork

19.~\ ,2012

ann k, Esq.
Me I EY & KLUGER, P.c. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation Frances Maley
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, <:Z!Ji./-- _---H-~



I •". I,

)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(
FRANCES MALEY,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aI.,

Defendant(s),
--------------------------...--------------------------------------x

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.: 190209112

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

JUN 28Z0'Z,

ne Halbardier, Esq.
Atto eys for Defendant

. CLEAVER-BROOKS; INC..
Barry McTieman & Moore
2 ~t<Ntreet\ 14th Floorf ILNCyW, Ne~ York 10006

..... (212) 313-3600:

Jut 032012

lein-Heitler Nr.W'{.\l.)i',\,Y .. _
~~\CO\JtIN

l ..

without costs.

A~DI/;,q. b;i
Attorney for Plaintiff &. _. J2:-: .
700 Broadway . .
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
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Index No.: 190209/12

Plaintiff(s),
FRANCES MALEY,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERDefendant(s).

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGAnON

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests stunmary judgment in the above

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

2571-1900

JUN 282011

FI LED

. &n. Shl!!fd-~---"--

Jason . mer, Esq.
MeG EY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attoeys for Defendants
Oakfabco, Inc.
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

{NOI48671-1}

SO ORDERED,

JUL 03 2012 P-r:::::.
----j~--"''''-------___N1ti"W YORK + ~,-

NTY CLER~S OFF1CE
COU WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Frances Maley
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL

I

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30
_________________-': (Heider,J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 190209/12
FRANCES MALEY,

Plaintiff{s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

Defendant(s).

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

F' LE 0

2383-29716

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Frances Maley
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

JUL 03 2012

""W~om< ~C()UNTY CLER~S QFFlC

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider

Dated: New "'.1ork, ~ew York

\.Q.\~) ,2012

L1wt&uL
Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Tisbman Liquidating Corporation
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SOORDERED, __~~~ ,JUN 282012

{NOI48729-1}



Index No.: 190209/12
FRANCES MALEY,

Plaintiffls),

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDERDefendant(s).

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aI.,

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE Of NEV:' YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

I NYCAL
I

I lA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, l)----------.,.--------'

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests swnmary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

costs.

Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby disn:Iissed with prejudice and without

F'LED \

1122-24191

."UN 28ZOll

Dated: New..\~~~'New York JUL 03 7012
~~ ,2012

~~,~----K~-------- ------
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. Frances Maley
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, ------t==-....,....,~___n'-------

{NO 148666-1 }



no opposition thereto,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company with prejudice, and there being

Index No.: 190231112

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Defendant(s).

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORAnON, et aI.,

Plaintiffls),

-against-

SUSAN A. POLISE AND THOMAS URBANSKI, AS
CO-EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER
URBANSKI AND BARBARA URBANSKI,

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

__________________---' (Heider, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FI LE 0
without costs.

Dated: N~wrork, New York 2012
lQ'fj;5 ,2012 JUL 03

<-Y ~dL f]£t..-- .NEWYQRK
~~"- -PIA ~UNTYCLER~_$-r---0~~ -----_

Laura Beth Hollman, Esq. ...A.J~~~oper,Esq.
MCGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.c. Z & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendants ttorneys for Plaintiff
Atwood & Morrill Company Walter Urbanski
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherry Klein Heider
SO ORDERED, ~"-----------'~---~.......

N282011
963~1l52

{NO149853-11
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