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SCANNED ON 912512013 

P 

L *, 
c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitl 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ -  

This Document Relates to: 
WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET DELGADO, Index No.: 190401/ 2 

I /  Plaintiffs, 

- agaicst .- 

A.J. EASTMOND & SONS, et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITICIN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, Inc., f rmerly 

known and referred hereinafter as Howden Buffalo, Inc. I 
complaj"t ("Howden") , and as misidentified in Plaintiffs' 

Howden Buffalo, Inc., Individually and as Successor in I 

to FB Sturtevant, The Howden Buffalo Group, and 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Howden, with pre 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

and cross claims against Howden be dismissed with prejud 

without costs 

for Defendant 
th Amer ica ,  Inc . , 

f o r m e r l y  known and referrec 
h e r e i n a f t e r  a s  Howden B u f f s  
Inc., and a s  m i s i d e n t i f i e d  
p1 a i n  ti  f f s ’ Complain t a s  

o and Margare t  

Howden B u f f a l o ,  Inc. ,  
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Success  
i n  Interest  t o  FB S tur t evar :  
T h e  Howden B u f f a l o  Group, E 

B u f  f a 2 6  Fan 
4 4  Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Our File No.: 11231-169 

So Ordered: 

c 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LEONARD0 RENNA for the ESTATE of 
FRANCESCO RENNA, deceased, 

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

Index No.: 115942/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto; 

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

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Levy, Philllips & Monigsberg, LEP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Ave, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12.605.6293 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27& Floor 
New York, New York IO 167 

ME1 16294879~1 



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

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

j Index No.: 106740/00, 12 1978/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK ELDON GILL 
AND 

ANNE GILL i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
e(;-? ,2013 

GILL, JACK ELDON 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

~I 

SO ORDERED, 

1122- 

ry 

n, 

1st 

id 

395 



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

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

j Index No.: 106691/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CONRAD J. FASSETT 
AND 

BETTY FASSETT 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q,v ,2013 

Alysa Koloms, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25 0 



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

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

j Index No.: 106691/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CONRAD J. FASSETT 
AND 

BETTY FASSETT 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are 

without costs. 

prejudice 

FASSETT, CONRAD J. Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235 

m 

S’ 

re 

st 

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

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

j Index No.: 106691/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CONRAD J. FASSETT 
AND 

BETTY FASSETT / NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismis 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(23- ,2013 

A 

+A\C0---n L 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
FASSETT, CONRAD J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

At1 
-- 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HELEN FALKENMEYER, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM 
FALKENMEYER, AND HELEN 

FALKENMEYER, INDIVIDUALLY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tl er, J . ) 

Index No.: 1901 16/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sum 

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

plaintips complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice and 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the s 

without costs. 

issed with prejudice 

Dated: New York, New York 
35 ,2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William Falkenmeyer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 6 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-29765 

{N0238728-l } 

‘ary 
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ant, 

and 



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

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

i Index No.: 1901 16/10 
This Document Relates to: 

HELEN FALKENMEYER, AS EXECUTRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM 
FALKENMEYER, AND HELEN 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

FALKENMEYER, INDIVIDUALLY j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwzll Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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

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

thereto, 

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

Treadwell Corporation, be and the Sam y dismissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William Falkenmeyer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23063 

{N0238734-l } 

t in 

f f S  
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ant, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates to: 
; Index No.: 1901 16/10 

HELEN FALKENMEYER, AS EXECUTRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM 
FALKENMEYER, AND HELEN 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

FALKENMEYER, INDIVIDUALLY j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, Inc., hereby 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 C 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejt 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William Falkenmeyer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

Hon. Shehy Kl& Heitler 

3249432 

(N0238746-I} 

:sts 

#12, 

nc., 

ant, 

lice 



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

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

j Index No.: 122138/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS DOHERTY 
AND 

MARY ELLEN DOHERTY 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests sum1 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

DOHERTY, THOMAS Tishmk Liquidating Corp. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2 



, 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

: 

............................................................... 
JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, Individually and as : Index No. 190428/09 
Personal Representative for the Estate of ALAN 
ZELENKA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

X 
Defendants. 

............................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyeai 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubbei 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositior 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon n 

against The Goodyear Tire & R 

same are hereby dismissed with p 

dants, all claims and cross claim: 

Goodyear Canada Inc. be and thc 

ASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40t” Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ - 

SO ORDERED: 

Rubber 



I - t  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X .............................................................. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X .............................................................. 

HARRY J. TYNAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ &, : 
Defendants. 

Index Nos. 1203 88/0 1 
106275102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 8 -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

d L  EMERY LLP 
Ty cbv& for Defendants The Good ear Tire & 

NE ubber Coppany and Gopdyear Cdacla Inc. 
COUN 

By: I L A  . I  *A - 
Lawrence G. Lee, E S ~ . ~  

700 Broadway 
New York, NNew York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5880 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defend ants . 

&. 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubbe 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositioi 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and thl 

same are hereby dismissed w 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

KAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 

Rubber 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ............................................................... 
DAVID M. TOBIN, : Index No. 102349/05 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
. 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt A. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubb 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and t 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. !k? 1'1 W N C H  DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
P? 

SO ORDERED: 

Rubber 



r '  1. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

ROSEMARY L. SIMMONS, Individually and as : Index No. 110502/02 
Executrix for the Estate of DONALD SIMMONS, : 106806/02 

............................................................... 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., ad. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing 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. 

Tire Rubber I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

CH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York I 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Xfein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s) , 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By : -/- 
/ Jennifeh.  Childs, Esq. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., gJ. 

Defendants. IASPart30 

Rubber 

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 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

ear Canada Inc. be and the 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

BMCE INC., gt d., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 126685/02 
1033 10103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

& Rubber Company and Goodyeai 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLP 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company anc 

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 agains 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same arc 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

@h33@Kr Canada Inc. 

264 West 40th Street 
I U . X J 2 - C h  

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



TMc:CCCjpk) 
8/26/13 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_____. 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

_ _ _ _ _  
INDEX NO. 
1 18278/99 

SAM CHIARAVALLOTI NO OPPOSITION 
JUDGMENT MOT 
ORDER 

-------------___________________________---------------~~----------.------ 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison C 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

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-72 14-99 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD L. MIESOWICZ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman 

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

Index No.: 122 1 86/99, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Liquidating Corp., hereby requests sumn 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this act 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the sa 

without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice 

$bp 17 m'3 
*';;w yow 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\%v ,2013 

LERKs OFF\GE 

b\ Ji rL, 
Alysa Koloms, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD L. MIESOWICZ 

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

Index No.: 122186/99, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and 1 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q(1-7 ,2013 

dismissed with prejudice 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF\CE 
NEW YORK 

MIESOWICZ, GERALD L. Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235 



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

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

j Index No.: 122186/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD L. MIESOWICZ 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismis 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G3 1-y ,2013 

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

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

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

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LARRY V. GUMAER 
AND 

CAROLENE GUMAER 

j Index No.: 190246/10, 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests sum] 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
> 2013 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383 



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

1 I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LARRY V. GUMAER 
AND 

CAROLENE GUMAER 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190246/10, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and 1 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

GUMAER, LARRY V. Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235 

in 

fs’ 

:re 

1st 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LARRY V. GUMAER 
AND 

CAROLENE GUMAER 

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

Index No.: 190246/10, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York * r *'t- ,2013 

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

Courter & Company, lnc. 
M c G r w Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122- 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK ELDON GILL 
AND 

ANNE GILL 

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

Index No.: 106740/00, 12 1978/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%\I.? ,2013 

COUfVll' CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

r'3 
/ L---,- -. 

If*L_ 
Alysa Koloms, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

GILL, JACK ELDON 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
; Index No.: 106740/00, 121978/99 

JACK ELDON GILL 

ANNE GILL 
AND i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

/ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme1 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

GILL, JACK ELDON 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 

; in 

3%’ 

ere 

nst 

md 
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1 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/13/13 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE R. SCHUMACHER 

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

INDEX NO. 
11 1912/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUM! 
JUDGMENT MOTION L 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to civil Prac 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidi 

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison C 

dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

, Inc., be and the samc 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

‘Y C l  
N EV 

/ 
CAROLE A. E@I#STEIN, E 
Attorney for dedndant 
Consolidated Edison Compa 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-53 17-03 

iRY 
‘D 

, Inc. 

e Law 

:d Edison 

laims 

re hereby 

2. 

of New 



* TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/13/13 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo1 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifr s complaint against defendant Consolida 

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 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Com 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c., be and the same 

Dated: New York, New York 

Our File No 
S-5585-03 

Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CAROLE  ORS STEIN, E I  
Attorney fo efendant 
Consolidated Edison CompaJ 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

iRY 
D 

Inc. 

e Law 

d Edison 

laims 

re hereby 

> *  

of New 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
8/13/13 

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

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

Our File No 
S-5306-03 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY SADLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo1 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolid: 

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 

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

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 

SO ORDERED: 

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

INDEX NO. 
11 1938/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMh 
JUDGMENT MOTION P 
ORDER 

LRY 
D 

Inc. 

e Law 

d Edison 

laims 

re hereby 

L 
2. 

I of New 



TMc: CCopk) 
8/13/13 

Our File No 
S-4299-04 

WILLIAM J. REGAN 

ORDER . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, 1 / Timotiy M. fl&p Esq. 
CAROLE A. STEIN, E 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CAROLE A. @$.STEIN, EdQ. 

Consolidated Edison 
Attorney for Mendant  

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Q. 

y of New 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
811 911 3 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KEVIN BARRETT 

103674/97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMk 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

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-4026-88 

LRY 
D 

Inc. 

: Law 

d Edison 

laims 

.e hereby 

of New 



9 ' TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/13/13 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN G. CUNDY 

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

INDEX NO. 
1 15209103 

NO OPPOSITION SUM? 
JUDGMENT MOTION k 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolid; 

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 

A N  c., be and the same against defendant Consolidated Edison Com 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F\GE 
9/2 y-12 

il/lichae! Fanelli, 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-5523-03 

iRY 
.D 

Inc. 

e Law 

d Edison 

laims 

re hereby 

r .  
of New 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
8/19/13 

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

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LYLE Mossow 

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

INDEX NO. 
1 12280/02 and 1057 1 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMIV 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Com c., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York %q 1 9  

Michael Fanelli, Esq. / %othy h$?h$Carin, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-6037-02 

IRY 
ID 

, Inc. 

e Law 

:d Edison 

laims 

re hereby 

> *  

of New 



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

TODD GRAHAM PELRAH and PATRICIA 
PELRAH, : NYCAL 

: 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : (Hon. Shwk&&(xt@gs N RK OFFICE 

-against- : Index No: 106807-02 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ......................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment ii 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

Hon. Sherry klein'Heitler 

, the 

;sing 

; no 

ainst 

1sts. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

TERESA RENSHAW, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of TODD GRAHAM PELRAH, and 
TERESA RENSHAW, as the Proposed Personal 
Representative for the Estate of PATRICIA 
PELRAH, 

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

Plaintiff( s), : Index No: 1 10904-02 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGME 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

I 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
s for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 

(212) 536-3900 

LJW W I W L I L L Y ,  

Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

T 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

;ts. 



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

Defendants. 
X ................................................................ 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. 

opposition thereto, 

with prejudice, and there being 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ................................................................ 

the 

no 

against 

co:sts. 

MICHAEL TRACEY and CARL TAYLOR, as Co- : 
Executors for the Estate of JAMES TRACEY, and : NYCAL 
MAUREEN TRACEY, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 101958-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC, (ARMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND O N  
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

A n  
3 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED. 

..- 

hrneys  for Defendant 
1 '%RANE co. 



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

X ......................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

ADAM J. SGRO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of FRANK A. SGRO, : NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No: 1 15239-00 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

orneys for Defendant f RANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

I (212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

.he 

ng 

no 

nst 

ts. 



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

X ......................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

FRANK A. SGRO, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 108386-00 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

the 

1% 

no 

nst 

ts. 



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

THOMAS SIGNORINO and MAE SIGNORINO, : NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

. Index No.: 110058-06 -against- 

. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY AMERICAN INSULATED WIRE COW., et al., 

. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Defendants. . ORDER 

X .................................................................. 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. hereby requests sum 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no oppo: 

thereto, 

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

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

__-- 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

PS & SYSTEMS, INC. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

'ary 

sing 

tion 

iant 





TMc:CC(jpk) 
811 911 3 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolid; 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cros5 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the samt 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway idated Edison Compa 
New York, NY 10003 c o u ~ ~ y  CLERKS oFF‘cEConsol York, Inc. 

NEW y0RK 4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

Our Fil No 
S-4081-96 

ARY 
\JD 

:, Inc. 

ce Law 

ed Edison 

Zlaims 

ire hereby 

Q. 

7 of New 



RAYMOND TONUCCI and ALBERTA 
TONUCCI, : NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No: 105449-99 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ......................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment ir 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there beinl 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: &> )--// 3 
New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

the 

,ing 

no 

inst 

3ts. 



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

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

j Index No.: 190293/11 
This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTER ~ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation flWa The Duriron Company, 

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

and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Flowserve Corpor 

f/k/a The Duriron Company, Inc., with p;.ejudice in this action, and there being no oppo: 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Flowserve Corporation fWa The Duriron Company, Inc., be and the same are ht 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Charles L. Chidester 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron 
Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

treet-Suite 2300 
ork, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 951-988 

{N0231878-1} 

c.7 

&W 

on 

on 

nst 

:by 



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

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

j Index No.: 105624/03, 126937/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHARON A. BURNS, INDIVIDUALLY j 
AND AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH P. BURNS j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sum 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice and 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2013 

1 w, CJLC 
WEITZ & LUXZNBERG, P.C. 

ok, Esq. 
LUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph P. Bums 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 ; 1 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25980s 
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ing 

ere 

ant, 

md 



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

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

j Index No.: 105624/03, 126937102 
This Document Relates to: 

SHARON A. BURNS, INDIVIDUALLY j 
AND AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH P. BURNS i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

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

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

thereto, 

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

Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without CO: 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2013 

er 

Attorr,eys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph P. Burns 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Rleiaeitler 

1235-23817 

(N0234847-1) 



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

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

i Index No.: 126937/02, 105624/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHARON A. BURNS, INDIVIDUALLY i 
AND AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH P. BURNS j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Compay, Inc., hereby requests summary judg 

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York w$] ,2013 Skfg 17 2013 
u 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph P. Bums 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-24145 

(N0234846-1) 

ent 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS HOUSTON 
AND 

ELLEN HOUSTON 

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

Index No.: 1901 19/12, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gorman-Rupp Company, hereby requests summary judg 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Gorman-Rupp Company, with prejudice in this a 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Gorman-Rupp Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.; / ; ,2013 

I 

I ,  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 
/- , NEW YORK 

Attomey for Plaintiffs 
HOUSTON, THOMAS 
THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorney for Defendant 
Gorman-Rupp Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 421-2800 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests sumrr 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, George A. Fuller Company, with prejudice in this act 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, George A. Fuller Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1901 19/12, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ary 

.on, 

against 

and 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS HOUSTON 
AND 

ELLEN HOUSTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
’r / ,  * :  ,2013 SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attohey for Plaintiffs 

THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

EIOUSTON, P’dOMAS 

loper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
tieorge A. Fuller Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 421-2800 3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She& Kxin Heitler 

12 4-415 1 



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

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

j Index No.: 101958/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL TRACEY AND CARL TAYLOR, 
AS CO EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF i 
JAMES TRACEY, AND LAUREEN 
TAYLOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MAUREEN TRACEY 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby rec 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Cornpan! 

prejudice and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: ew York, 1, I*' 1 /,,a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of James Tracey 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6094 

(N0227062-I} 

uests 

32 12, 

with 

idant, 

idice 



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

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

j Index No.: 1903424 1, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LINDA SPAULDING 
AND 

FREDERICK SPAULDING i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmei 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yyk,  New 
J/J - 2013 

COUWTY CLERK'S OFFICE \T- NEWYORK ,.y/c 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

b y ~ 8 &  Mils 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Linda Spaulding and Frecierick Spauiding 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 il (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 

in 

fs ' 

:re 

1st 

nd 

699 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LINDA SPAULDING 
AND 

FREDERICK SPAULDING 

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

Index No.: 190342/11, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests sum 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, with prejudice in this a( 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York St? 17 2013 
y/;L f ,2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0FFIC;E 
NEW YORK 1 

?laintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Linda Spaulding and Frederick Spaulding 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Atwood & Morriil Co., Inc 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
8 0  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

9 



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

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

j Index No.: 190342A 1, 
This Document Relates to: 

LINDA SPAULDING 
AND 

FREDERICK SPAULDING ~ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgI 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this ac 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, The Fairbanks Co 

without costs. 

Dated: New ~ -.. York, New York 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

-, 2013 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Linda Spaulding and Frederick Spaulding 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

nt 

18 

in, 

1st 

id 

132 



., . . . . ... .. . . . . , ,. . , . . , , . . . . _, , .__., , . ,_ , . , . , , . , . ,. . , . . .. . 

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

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

i Index No.: 190482/11 
This Document Relates to: 

I 

I 

4 a 

I 
WILLIAM E, DUFFY 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGlW3NT MOTION AND ORDER 

a 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims agains 

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

without costs. 

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

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SOORDERED, 
I 

Hon. SI. 
SO ORDERED, 



h -- ............... ..... ............. -_ ................................. . .  i. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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

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

[ Index No.: 190482/1 I 
This Document Relates to: , 

1 

WILLIAM E. DUFFY 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
/ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

- _ _ _ _ ~  

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Treadwell Corporation, 

without costs. 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
William E. Duffy Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23166 



, *  
........................................ ,r.._._,,. ~ ~ ____.._I.,___ .. , . . . . .  . . .. . .-. .. . . .  , .. -.. 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM E. DUFFY 

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

Index No.: 190482A 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgme 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this actio 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ai 

without costs. 

kP 17 2013 
Dated: New ork, New York i_ 

@!%% ,2013 

Laura B. Hollman, ksq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
M c G ~ Y  & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERl3D, 

504-1 1 





SUPRl34E COURT 01’ 1 I I E  STA‘I 1. OF NEW YORK 
COLN‘I Y OF NI;W YORK 

I n  Re NEW YORK CI7 YASUES? OS LITIGA‘TION 

- 
Index No : 1 1 31 1 6/03 

LAW REX C E WOI,T:, 
1) 1 ai 111 i ff( s) . 

N O  OI’POSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WE11 ,-blCIAIN, et al.. 

Ilefendants. 

WIH3IIEFOIIE. Defendant WEIL-h/lCI,AIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in t 

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

plaintiffs complaint agaiiisl Defendant Weil-McLain with prcjudice, and there being I 

opposition thereto. 

ORI)EIIEI~. that upon notice to all co-defendants. a l l  claims and cross claiills agaii 
Dcf’eiidant. Weil-McI,ain be and the 

to either party 

issed with prejudice and without co: 

WLEIVTZ, GOLDMAN S: SEGAL McCAMURIUCE 
SPiTZER, P.A. 
Attoriicy lor the Plaintiffs 
1 1  0 William Street, 36th Floor 
New York.NY 10038 

SIUGEII & MAIIONEY, L‘ll). 
Attoriieys for Defendant 
M‘e i I-McLai 11 
850 ‘Third Avenue. Suilc 1 1  00 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
................................................................. X IndexNo.: 109912/07 
THOMAS BEENICK, 

X ................................................................. 

-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. I.A.S. Part 39 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Greene, Tweed & Co., individually and as successor to Palme 

Packings, herein referred to as (“Greene Tweed”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the ab01 

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

against Defendant Greene Tweed, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Greene Tweed, be a H  the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Yor il . N  w LA! o 

Attorneys for DefendgdGreene Tweed 

New York, New York 10022 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFHGhird Avenue, Suite 1 100 

546 Fifth Avenue 

(212) 681-1575 NEW YORK 
(212) 651-7500 

& c o  

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Greene, Tweed & Co., individually and as successor to P a h  

Packings, herein referred to as (“Greene Tweed’?), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the ab 

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

against Defendant Greene Tweed, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Greene Tweed, be and the same -. are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
eys for Defendant, Greene Tweed & Cc 546 Fifth Aven 

EOUNTY CLERK’S OFF$$K hird Avenue, Suite 1 100 New York, New York 1003 
(212) 681-1575 New York, New York 10022 

(212) 65L:2500 

SO ORDERED, 

to 

e- 

nt 



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

X 
JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the : 
Estate of JAMES V. TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE : 
M. TEMPIO, Individually, 

. NO OPPOSITION 

Index No.: 11 1679/08 

Plaintiff( s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
. MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

’ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., : Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye; 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPL 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company an 

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 again 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same ai 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne+k 
IS , T w  

t !  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.8Cp l7 **I3 LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ompany and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 1 F r a n f p  Esq. 1 // !,4ennifer Childs, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

”- *”. 

Dated: New York, New York fit 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ............................................................... 

GEORGE F. NOVAK, : Index No. 1 13937/02 
1065 8 1 /02 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., @ d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goody€ 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & RubE 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositil 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and t 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

CH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys il for Plaintiff t..p 17 ZG’&ttorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 

New York, New York ld003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

Rubber 



Representative for the Estate of iEONARD 
AHART, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

101305/02 
1 1 1055/98 
1005 17/96 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. : Hen. shemy ~ l ~ i ~  Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X 
Defendants. 

_______-_____-__________________________----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & L U ~ ~ N B E R G ,  p .c .  i v  17 ~ X ~ N C H  DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attornevs for haintiffs Attornevs for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 8 

B 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 4 p  Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Rubber 



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

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

j Index No.: 1901 00/13, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROGER D. CANTY 
AND 

TERRY ANN CANTY i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summaq 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, diismiss..n$ 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudict 

t.ii! 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2013 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roger D. Canty and Terry Ann Canty 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

I 

t 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 190472/12, 
WILLIAM BERENSMANN AND MADELYN 
BERENSMANN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Jacobson & Company, Inc., hereby req ests summa 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Jacobson & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actio 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Kr%uu\cr 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
BEFENSMANN, WILLIAM 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13th F1 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA.TE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW YORK ’ ’ 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates to: 
j Index No.: 190033/13, 

THOMAS M. GREENE 
AND 

MARGARET GREENE i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests sum] 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismi: 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preji 

and without costs. 

Matthew D. amp r, Esq. 
Attorney for U d a n t  

Thomas M. Greene and Margaret Greene 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
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ary 

ing 

.his 

nst 

ice 

1454 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

0 I 

i Index No.: 190363/12 
ROLF HAMMER I 

AND , 
0 

MARGARET HAMMER i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHJXEFORE, defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest 

Monsey Products Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Prodxts 

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 

defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as Successor in Interest to Monsey Prod-~ccts 

Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n 

j w o r n e y  for Defendant 
Hammer, kolfl - HL'' ' Henrycompany 

to 

case, 

against 

against 

BELLUCK Mi, LLP 
546 FiRh Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

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

SO ORDEMD, 

5-71 



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

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

j Index No.: 1901 19/12, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS HOUSTON 
AND 

ELLEN HOUSTON ~ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries LLC, improperly plead as Zurn Indus 

Inc., a/k/a and successor by merger to Erie City Iron Works, hereinafter referred as 

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

Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 

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

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

defendant, Zurn Industries LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Alysa B. Koloms, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

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

HOUSTON, THOMAS Zurn Industries LLC 
THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. S h e w w i n  Heitler 

53 

es, 
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vi1 

lrn 

nst 

nd 

135 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - _ - -  - X  NYCAL 
CN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 1016 f  
- _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ - - - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
SAIL BUCKHEIT, as Executrix for the Estate IAS Justice: 

Hon. Sherry Klc 
Heitler 

If PETER PACIFICO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEl 

R. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDl 

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

and Kules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint againsl 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the sal 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

51 

K ULP - .  r Plaintiff 
$6 Fift enue, 4th 

N e w  York%ew 
(212) 681-1575 Port Washington, N e w  Y o r k  11 

(516) 390-9595 

-- I-- 

SO ORDERED, 
H 

R 

i - 0 6  

.n 

2 - 

ma rv 

.aw 

and 

3 are 

,5 0 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -X Index No.: 190019 

NYCAL 

CHRISTAKIS K. CHRISTODOULOU and AVGI 
CHRISTODOULOU, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 

IAS Justice 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDMGENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant PACK TRUCKS INC = , hereby ECpeStS SI. 

jud.gment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the SE 

hereby Gsmissed with prejudice and wiLhout costs. 
/ 

Dated:* Pay* Washington, New York 

-L-effZ.-..-..---------.- 7- n *=pexz, -x, Lsq. 
9 MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 

Attorneys for Plain 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New York lOO@Jk? I 

Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Haven Avenue 7 
(212) 558-5500 Washington, New York 

( 5 1 6 )  3 9 y 9 5  

SO ORDERED, - 

3 

-nary 

,aw 

and 

3 are 

-- 
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Plaintiff, 

-against - 

IAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Kle: 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWGMEN' 

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDEl 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, I N C .  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Ci 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, I N C .  with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, I N C .  be and 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Port Washington, New York 

i 
A d d t , ~ r  5 L O  i 3  

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New YorE 

Mineola, New York 11501 

SO ORDERED, 

3 - 0 9  

il 

I 

ims 

the 

609 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x  
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x 
CARMINE MONGONI, 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Port Washington, New York 

Plaintiff, 

5 

/' 
Thomas J. Maimone, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
& ASSOCIATES PLLC 

ack Trucks, Tnc . 
New York, New York 10003 Port Washington, NY 11050 

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

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190117-0 

IAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Hei tl er 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190197/09 

RICHARD F. TRAVERS, 
Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

opposition thereto, 

to either party. 

New York 

WEITZ & L U X E N B E R h .  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MA 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190018/11 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Sumrnary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

RICHARD J. OTTALAGANO, SR., 

3212, 

and 

ag4zinst 

and 



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

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

THOMAS R. MERGENHAGEN, 
Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6'- 1 3 ,2013 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

he 

"g 
no 

1st 

sts 



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

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

MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there 

opposition thereto, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

to either party. 

New York, New York 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

,sts 



. 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109675199 

KEVIN BARRETT, 

- against - 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

opposition thereto, 

to either party. 

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 



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

Index No: 190139-1 1 

SETENAY ITEZ NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its atto 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant MANNINGTON M 

and without costs. 

e same are hereby dismissed with pre 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

orneys for Defendant, Mannington Mill! 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 105713-02; 

WILLIAM N. JOHNSON 
112591-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment ir 

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be an 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and withc 

Dated: New York, New York 4~ 

COUNTY 

I’ 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintgs 
William N. Johnson, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

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 

(Heitler, J.) 
1s 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1 16293-04 

Michael A. Lucadamo 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with( 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintfjs) 
Michael Lucadamo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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



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

.. 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 119792/02,113277/02 

JAMES L. SCOTT and DORIS SCOTT 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in thi 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifi 

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 
costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Dejendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys joy Plaintiff) 
James L. Scott and Doris Scott 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, ed : 



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

X 

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

This Document Relates to: 
_- 

Index No. 190420/10 

CAROL BRADY-ROSE and VINCENT ROSE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

n and without costs. 

A 
Dated: New 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA ASSOCIATES, M A L ~ B Y  B BRADLEY, LLC 
150 B oadway, Suite 600 
New ork, New York 10038 
Atto neys for Defendant / LLP 

3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite T-207 
Great River, New York 1 1739 

(212) 267-3700 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



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

1- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
1- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190441-1 1 

LEONARD PANZICA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withc 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo 
3 / 2 3  ,20133ip 17 2013 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintffs 
Leonard Panzicu, et ul. 
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, 

e 

T S  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
DEMARCO, 

X ................................................................. 

: I.A.S.Part30 

: IndexNo.: 190331-12 
Plaintiff(s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND OR1 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly sued as “CRANE 

Individually and as successor to Thatcher, US Radiator and National” (hereinafter “CR 

CO.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pr: 

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without c 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

CR 

0 . 2  

VE 

ice 

:0. 

nst 

Its. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
x ......................................................... 

IRA ZIMMERMAN, as Administrator for the 
Estate of LEO ZIMMERMAN, 

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

-against- : Index No(s).: 190383-12 

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

Defendants. 

X ________--______________________________----------------- 
WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly knoi 

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D"), hereby requests summary judgment i 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: AI~VJT h. 20 ,--3 
New York, New York 

dL#----- 
Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f ( s ) ~ g g p d ~ ~  CLE;;FK~S Q r F  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s for Defendant 
DER ELECTRIC USA, INC. 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

as 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

ts. 



6 . -  * SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ’ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CARMEN GARCIA-SANCHEZ and LAZAR0 
RO S ARIO, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 190421/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests sum 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., with prejudice in this ac 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicl 

L) Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 

Erik Jacobs, Esq 
Attorney for Plain 
Carmen Garcia-Sanchez and Lazar0 Rosari 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 29510.TsR 1DzS’- 

SO ORDERED, 

4847-6896-8212. I 



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

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  --X Index No. 
STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY, 

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant, MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there 

no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the sane 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Port Washinston, New York 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

requests 

complaint 

3eing 

and 

are 

Hon. Sherry 
IAS Justice : 

Heitler 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NO OPPOSITION S 
JUDGEMNT MOTION 

Defendants. AND ORDER 

___-- - - 
Lsnce Perez, Esq. MLLr46'nt- MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Port Washington, New York I 1050 Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New Y 150 Haven Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED I 

(516) 3 9 0 -  

______ 

9595 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CECIL W. ABSHER 

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

Index No.: 190252/10, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122. 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
j Index No.: 114079/02,107400/02 

JORDAN JAMES BUTLER 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, Inc., hereby reqi 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jordan James Butler 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-67241 

(N0238785-I} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM K. BRADLEY 
AND 

DIANA BRADLEY 

Index No.: 118941/02, 116634199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmei 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s 

without costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New York, New York 
-, 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
BRADLEY, WILLIAM K. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235 

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

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

j Index No.: 125228/00, 119390/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NANCY BARLETTE 

JOSEPH A. BARLETTE, JR. 
AND i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New 

Sk3 24 2013 

Alysa Koloms, bsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
BARLETTE, JOSEPH A., JR. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2: 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NANCY BARLETTE 
AND 

JOSEPH A. BARLETTE, JR. 

Index No.: I25228/00, I 19390/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

the above entitled case, pursuant to CiviI Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaint 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, Neu7 York 
-(21- ,2013 

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

BARLETTE, JOSEPH A., JR. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 125228/00, 119390/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NANCY BARLETTE 
AND 

JOSEPH A. BARLETTE, JR. i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
W[Z? ,2013 SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

”. , Fk- 
I Attorney for Defendant 

BARLETTE, JOSEPH A., JR. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122- 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CECIL W. ABSHER 

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

Index No.: 190252/10, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmei 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
oh- ,2013 

&o-\*L w-k 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ABSHER, CECIL W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Hon. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 122138/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS DOHERTY 
AND 

MARY ELLEN DOHERTY i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests s u n  

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k\xk ,2013 ~~~ 11 2013 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122 



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

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

j Index No.: 110477/02, 106806/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GENE A. DESROCHER 
[ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmer 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s 

without costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice 

SGt' 11 2013 
u 

Dated: New York, New York 
q\.%% ,2013 

DESROCHER, GENE A. Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 



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

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

j Index No.: 10691 5/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD DEGEORGIS 

MARY ANN DEGEORGIS 
AND i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn: 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%\.x’k ,2013 

G)L o+zL 
Attorney or Plaintiffs 
DEGEORGIS, EDWARD 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Ken: A%ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

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

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 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

action, 

against 

and 

j Index No.: 1069 15/99, 
EDWARD DEGEORGIS 

AND 
MARY ANN DEGEORGIS i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%\\* ,2013 SEP 11 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

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

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

11 ,5806 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW T. CATON 

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

Index No.: 107400/02, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests s u m  

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
3 t cy ,2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1;- A/-+-. 
Alysa Koloms, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2 



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

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

j Index No.: 107400/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW T. CATON 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmer 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaint 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorhey for Plaintiffs 1 Attorney for Defendant 
CATON, ANDREW T. Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW T. CATON 

Index No.: 107400/02, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q8\/L? ,2013 

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

CATON, ANDREW T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

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

j Index No.: 114079/02, 107400/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JORDAN JAMES BUTLER 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sum 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice and 1 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.dy. 3 p  ,2013 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jordan James Butler 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25554F 

(N0238782-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 14079/02, 107400/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JORDAN JAMES BUTLER 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jordan James Butler Treadwell Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7565 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ - _ - - - - -  -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 

(Judge Heitler) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No. : 
Michael A. Lucadamo, 

NO OPPOSITIO 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

130 

116:293/04  

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

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

Mi cha el A. Lucad&? 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  4 4  Wall Street 

New York, New York 10005 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitleu. 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

So Ordered: 

case, 

§ 3 2 1 2 ,  

Mario & 

being no 

claims 

Plastering 

7 co. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Barbara Gold, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Norman Gold, 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 
(Judge Heitle 

Index No.: 1 1 4 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGM 
MOTION AND OR 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitlec 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant M 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there bc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plaster 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plainti rneys for Defendant 
Barbara G o l d ,  a s  Administratrix Mario 6; DiBono Plasterins 
f o r  the Estate o f  Norman Gold Inc. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 4 4  Wall Street 
New York, New York 10003 ork, New York 10005 

ile No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 5 6 1 9  

So Ordered: 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X NY CAL 

X (Heitler, J. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32121, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

Index No.: 09/1904 JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of ALAN 
ZELENKA, and JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

the 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, 6 &., 

MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 

tn LLP 
COUNTY CLEnr\Rti 

New York, NY 10003 
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
44 Wall Street 

NEW yo% Broadway 

.I rnvNFpFltE UXENBERG, F. c . 
orneys for P l a i n t i f f s  I 

New York, NY 10005 8-5500 
(212) 732-2000 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10005 
(212) 732-2000 

SO ORDERED, 

Fs9. 



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.: 1900794 3 
This Document Relates to: 

GAIL M. LEWIS and MIRIAM LEWIS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requc 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
% it.-’ ,2013 

same are hereby dismissed v 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

M&lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102242 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
; Index No.: 122138/01, 

THOMAS DOHERTY 
AND 

MARY ELLEN DOHERTY 
j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmen 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plainti: 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
e\22- ,2013 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

DOHERTY, THOMAS Treadwell Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 
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S~JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
8 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Margaret C. Larsen, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Stanley Cornelius Larsen, deceased, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON, et al, 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 190087/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests s m  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismi5 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice ir 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and I 

costs. 

Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2lSt Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

dividually and as Execut 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4m FLOOR 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10036 

, I  

1863-28389 

48 15-0422-01 79 1 

Y 

is 

inst 

lout 

of the 



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

I 

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No, 11 1679/08 

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the Estate of ~ 

JAMES V. TEMPIO, and JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, j 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgn 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and v 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York . _  

8/9 /a! \?& 
+e7qd 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.29104 

M. Tempio, as Executrix 

Josephine M. Tempio, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

48 18-6582-5044.1 

it in 

iff s 

zing 

iinst 

!lout 

c 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

This Document Relates to: Index No 
Anthony M. Bova, as Executor for the 
Estate of Dorothy T. Bova, 

-X NYCAL . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

-X - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Part 
He i t ler 

: 

30 
) 

102148/03 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITIOK 

SUMMARY JUDGIYENT 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Inc., be dismissed with pr hout costs. 

ORDER 

Inc., 

case, 

§3212, 

Mario & 

bsing no 

claims 

Co. 

& Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff torneys for De 
Anthony M .  Bova, as Executor r i o  & DiBono P 
f o r  the Estate of Dorothy T .  
Bova 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 



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

I 

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

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 112677/07 

JUNE R. CLARK, as Personal Representative for the j 
Estate of THOMAS H. CLARK, and JUNE R. CLARK, j 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgml 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wj 

costs. 

Steven T. Corbi;, Esq. F, Esq. d*LLtJ k/, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 700 Broadway 

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) 
June R. Clark, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Thomas H. Clark, and 
June R. Clark, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File No. 1863.5230 

SO ORDERED, 

4841-9035-8037.1 

nt in 

iff s 

eing 

iinst 

hout 

- 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Carolyn Abrams, as Administratrix f o r  . 

the Estate of Frederick J. Abrams, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 
(Judge Heitle 

Index No.: 1086 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGM 
MOTION AND OR 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitlec 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant M 

, DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there bl 
I 

opposition thereto, 

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

J 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plaster 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NQW York, New Yor 
2 

&i iRfY CLERI'< G---- Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW YORK Attorneys fo; Defendant 
Carolyn Abrams, as Mario 6;. DiBono Plasterin: 
Administratrix f o r  the Estate Inc. 
o f  Frederick J .  Abrams 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 00 

e No.: 10924-5581 

So Ordered: 

) 

7 / 0 7  

N T  
ER 

Inc. , 

case , 

§3212, 

rio 6( 

Lng nc 

claims 

ng Co. 

..--- 

co . 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 
(Judge Heitlsr) 

Index No.:190024/13 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEYT 
MOTION AND 0RD:ER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ - _ - - _ - - _ - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
DEMETRIOS CHARALAMBOUS and CHRISTINA 
CHARALAMBOUS, 

11549-2 

3 0  

Plaintiffs, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FRIEDRICH METAL PRODUCTS CO., 
-X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -_- -___________________ 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursiant 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing 

Complaint against defendant FRIEDRICH METAL PRODUCTS CO., 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

- against - 

hereby 

to 

plaintiffs' 

with 

claims 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC. , et al. , 

and cross claims against defendant FRIEDRICH META 

be dismissed with prejudice and without c 

New Yo k, New York 
'?fr , 2013 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
DEMETRIOS CHARALAMBOUS FRIEDRICH METAL PRODUCTS CO 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 4 4  Wall Street 
New York, New York 10003 York, New York 10005 

I* ~ 

* 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - - - - - - - - - -  -X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Hei 
- - - - - - - - - - -  -X - - - - - - - - - _ - - _ - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DAUB and JEANNETTE DAUB, Index No.: 19042 

ler) 

/I2 

Inc. 

above - 

Sectior 

3 ,  with 

Plaintiffs, 

I 
1 
I 
~ ("Spence") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

53212 , dismissing plaintiffs I Complaint against Spenc 1 

- against - NO O P P O S I T I O N  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER - I -. 

A.L. EASTMOMD FC SONS, et al., 

clair 

ice an 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 3 0  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heir 
-X _ - _ - _ - _ - _ - _ _ - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY, Index No.: 1 9 0 3 2 t  

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 
-x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering CO. 

("Spence") , hereby requests summary judgment in the 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

§ 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Spenc 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OR ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 A 
and $r+s claims against S g ~ c  

Attorney- _ _ _  _ _  
Theo' 

.k: N 
201 

smissed with pre 

Cul en and Dykman LLP 
At orneys for Defendant 
Spence Engineering C o . ,  In 
4 4  Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 

J 3dlCck & FOX, LLP 
s f o r  Plaintiffs 

dore Levy and Merle Levy 
5 4 6  Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 1 0 0 3 6  

Our File No.: 11040-171 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherr 

' 12  

I nc 

.er) 

above 

Sectio 

, wit 

claim 

ice an 



t 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL _ _ _ - - _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heit 
-X _-_- - - - - - - - - - -__-_- -_________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
ROBERT GRIFFIN, Index No.: 190361 

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.P. SERVICES, INC., Individually and MOTION AND ORDER 
As Successor in Interest to ARGO 
PACKING COMPANY, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering CO. 

("Spence" ) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

§3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Spenc 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon no co-defendants, a1 

and cross claims agains smissed with prejul 

1 

Jeffrey began, Esq. 
Cuzfen and Dykman LLP 
A-kdforneys for Defendant 
Spence Engineering Co. , 
44  Wall Street Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005 
NO.: 11040-178 

So Ordered: 
Hon. She 

In 

er) 

12 

Inc 

above 

Sectioi 

, wit1 

claimr 

ice anc 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 
-X NYCAL -__-----_----_--__--_________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heit 
-X _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
ROLAND M. ENGLE, Index No.: 190284 

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as MOTION 
Successor to Minnesota Mining and 
Manufacturing Company, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering Co. 

( "Spence" ) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

§3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Spenc 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al: 

rneys for Defendant 
ce Engineering C o . ,  I 

York, NY 10005 New York, NY 10036 

So Ordered: 

UI 

n 

31) 

12 

Inc 

above 

Sect io: 

, wit: 

claim, 

tce ani 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 3 0  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heit 
-X _ _ - - - - - - - - - _ - - - _  _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 
WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET DELGADO, Index NO.: 1 9 0 4 0 1  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.J. EASTMOND & SONS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering Co. 

("Spence" ) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

§ 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Spenc 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 

e 2 4 ,  2 0 1 3  

c' Jeffrey Fegan, Esq. 
Culltn and Dykman LLP 

', Rttorneys for Defendant 
& Fox, LLP 

ys for Plaintiffs 
W i l l i a m  Delcrado and M a r u a r P t  v 

\ $pence Eng ineer ing  C o . ,  In 

t Spence b th pre j us 

York SEP 17 2013 

44 Wall Street z----- _ _  ~ - -. - __- - - - - -- - 
Delgado 
5 4 6  Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 1 0 0 3 6  

ew York, NY 10005 
File No.: 1 1 0 4 0 - 1 7 2  

So Ordered: 

1 2  

Inc. 

above - 

Sectior 

, witl- 

claim: 

ice anc 



* 
? 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL CULLEN, as Executor for the Estate of 
ARTHUR CULLEN AND ALMA CULLEN 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 190075/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgm 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaii 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

eby dismissed with prejudice and w defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., b 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 New York, NY 10 
File No. 1863.28287 2 12.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) 
Michael Cullen, as Executor for the Estate 
of Arthur Cullen and Alma Cullen Individ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

4825-5017-6533.1 

:nt in 

t iffs 

7eing 

,ainst 

thout 

- 

[ally 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
+ COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 190568/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests SI 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dis 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., with prejudice in thii 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejuc 

lq 2 ~ 3  
Dated: New York, New York 

OFFICE 
CouNT&w yoRK 

f/</h 

+/*-7-> , 
Michael Fanelli, Esq. 

m* 104 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Claudius Eastman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

File No. 29510.1039 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-6891-4964.1 



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

LEO ZIMMERMAN, Index No.: 190383- 
X .............................................................................. 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSIl 
SUMMARY JUD 
MOTION AND 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, FMC Corporation, on behalf of its former Chicago 

Pump and Northern Pump businesses (hereinafter “FMC”), hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant FMC with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant FMC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with0 

costs. 

Michael Roberts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Maria C .  Carlucci, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS MCGOWAN 
SPINELLI HANNA & REBER, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

f Attorneys for Defendant; FMC 

IN 
MENT 
LDER 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, NIBCO Inc. (hereinafter “NIBCO”), hereby request: 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant NIBCO with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant NIBCO be an 

without costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and 

SEP 17 N’j - 
Dated: New York, New York 

h Gv, 7 2.0, LCJ &UNTY CLERK‘S 0 ~ “ ‘ ~  
NEW YORK 

.c +5--:---/7-- 
-/-- 

Maria C. Carlucci, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS MCGOWAN 
SPINELLI HANNA & REBER, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, NIBCO 

L 
Michael Roberts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 



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

JANNIE SWINTON and KELTON LAWRENCE, 
X .......................................................................... 

Index No.: 190167-13 

Plain tiffs , 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defend ants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, FRIGIDAIRE, hereby requests summary 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, FRIGIDAIRE, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Plains, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

urch Street, Suite 21 1 
Plains, NY 10601 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
! I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

HERE3ERT PFEFFER and GERRELDINE PFEFFER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., JNC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
& SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104280102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AM) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgm 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Wit; 

costs. 

Dated: New \ .  York, New York SEP 11 2913 
Y I  3!/ 7 

I 
COUNTY CLERK’S 0 F F I CE 

Steven T. Coybin, Esq. 
- 

Attomcjj fer Defeadmt Attamey far P12i~tiffs 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Herbert Pfeffer and Gerreldine Pfeffer 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 21” Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.15416 - - ._ ._ 

SO ORDERED, 

4835-2697-3972 1 



, 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MAARGARET C. LARSEN, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of STANLEY CORNELIUS 
LARSEN, Deceased. 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et. al. 

Index io.: ?0087/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs tc 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

‘E,,’) 

Rules 

with 

idant, 

either 



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

the 

ing 

no 

nst 

sts 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROGER CANTY, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190100/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and 

to either party. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: /kukzc ,2013 skp 17 2013 
New ork, New York 

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

New York, NY 10022 
SO0 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

X ............................................................. 

X ............................................................. 

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

Index No: 190143-12 

MICHAEL MACKNIN and BARBARA MACKNTN, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attor 

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

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

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC, with prejudice, and there being no oppo! 

thereto, -------- 

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

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

and without costs. 

LAWLER & BUBA 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH BURNS, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 105624-03 
126937-02 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN‘ 
MOTION AND OXDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f p  f ,2013 

Attorneys for Plaintlff 
700 Broadway Attorneys, for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 
/ -  

SO ORDERED, 



I 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GINGER M. WOOD, as Personal Representative 
of the Estate of HENRY L. WOOD, 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 
Index No.: 10 1027106 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Sh4ITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., I.A.S. Pan 39 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

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

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

:by dismissed with prejudice and without GREENE TWEED & CO.,, be and the sa 

either party. 

I 

Tal ne Gegerian, dik&&!JiftY$$E SINGER 

Greene Tweed & Co. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, L2& 

(212) 681-1575 ork, New York 10022 

costs to 

- 

the 



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

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

j Index No. 100234/03, 116293/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO, 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plairiff's 

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

no opposition thereto, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

in 

tieing 

j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag inst l a  
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are here 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

&ma M. Northcraft, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Michael A. Lucadamo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

File No. 1863.17898 

SO ORDERED, 

4848-7234-33 1 1.1 I 



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

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

i Index No. 190045/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

HAROLD VOETSCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgme 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

.prejudice and wii defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be 

costs. 

are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

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

ESS INDUSTRIES, INC. HAROLD VOETSCH 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 0 
File No. 1863.27575 

SO ORDERED, 

4823-7909-3780. I 



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

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

j Index No. 1068 17/99 
i ' 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JEAN KREIMEIER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of JACK KREIMEIER, and JEAN KREIMEIER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgm 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w 

costs. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.29007 

Jean Kreimeier, as Personal Representativ 
for the Estate of Jack Kreimeier, and 
Jean Kreimeier, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4820-5586-9971 1 

nt in 

tiffs 

ieing 

ainst 

;hout 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190087/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the ab0 

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

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 Defend; 



NYCAL 

Index No.: 190326/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

c 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint ai 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is he 

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

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same al; dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated: New york, New Xak- 

prejudice and wi 

Attorney for Defendant Attorne@k Plaintiff 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 805-6200 
(212) 232-1300 
aqs\o- 199 
SO ORDERED: 

4827-2533-8640.1 

uy 
nst 

,y: 

nst 

,ut 



SUPREME couu OF THE STATE 01; NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

RENEDETTO BERARDI X 

INDEX NU. 390488R012 
PIainti€f(s), 

-agai 11 st- 

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

NO OPPOSITION  MA MARY JUDG 
MOTION (WITH PREJUDICE, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Godd Eleetroiiics lnc., hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R&s Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiff's Complaint against dcfendant Gould Electronics Ine. with prejudice, arid there being ni 
opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that lipon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS  lai in is against 
defendant GouId Electronics Inc. be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i 
EPH P. WILLIAMS O'TOOLE FERNAMDEZ WEZNER 

50 Pomptoii Avenue 
Verona, New Jersey 07044 

so ORDEIaD 

NT 



-against- 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
COMPANY,et ai, 

NO OPPOSITION SU 
MOTION (WITH PRE JUDICF 

WX-IEREFORE, defendant, Gould Electronics Inc., hereby requests summary jtrdginent 

ce, and there being IIi 
iii the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaititiff s Complaint against defendant Gould Electronics Inc. with pr 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon iiotice to all co-defeiidatlts, all claims and cross claims agnklst 
deferidant Gould EIectroiiics Inc, be dismissed with prejiidice and without costs. 

DATED: DATED: ~~~~,~ 
JOSEPI-I P. WILLTAMS & ASSOCIATES, 
P.C. VAN LIEU LLC ’ 

O’TOOLE FERNANDEZ WEINER 

A 

$, /----- 

,J 

Steven A. Weinw, Esq. 
A(to neys for Plaintiff 
Jos, t h P. Williams &, Associates, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue, 39’” Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

AEortieys for Defendant, 

SO ORDERED 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



-against- 

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

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

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

Defendants. 

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

DENVER’), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defenc 

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

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

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

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York E3 17 2613 

RIDGE SINGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10032 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

(2 12)558-5500 New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, - 

:R 

vi1 

mt 

1st 

nd 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DEBRA M. REIS, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of GEORGE A. REIS, JR., Index No.: 190345/12 

X ................................................................. 

X ................................................................. 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
hICTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et. al., I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter 

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

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

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby 

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

without costs to &her party. 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Jordan Fox, Esq 
BELLUCK & F 
Attorneys for P1 
546 Fifth Avenue 

I 

M QtMW-CLERK'S 0 
NEW YORK 

New York, New Y v k  10036 
(212) 651-1575 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
k, New York 10022 
-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 19041 1/09 

MELVYN MECKEL, 
Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

~~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment j 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

the 

ring 

no 

iinst 

osts 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190 1 17/09 

CARMINE MONGONI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment j 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t 

to either party. 

Dated: 6 \'?P ,2013 

smissed with prejudice and without 

SEP 11 2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAH 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

1sts 



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

Index No.: 114934/07 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WAYNE PAUL, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

,sts 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105718/02 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i:i 

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 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

LYLE V. MOSSOW, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

the 

no 

against 

costs 

Defendants. 

Dated: J, 

York 

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 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 6 5 1 - 9  m2/--~ 



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

Index No.: 117231/07 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CARL VULTAGGIO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

the 

'ing 

no 

inst 

1sts 



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

Index No.: 101 177/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DENNIS PADULA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MQTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment j 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 
New york, New York 17 2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & M A ~ O N E Y ,  LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

0022 

SO ORDERED, 

1 the 

sing 

; no 

ainst 

;osts 



IUC'I IAIIIl I IANNIGAN. 

P lai 11 tiff( s), NO OI'POSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

Wl~II . -MCI .AIN,  et 231.. 

D c f 'c n d an t s , 

WI-IEIIEFOIIE, Dcfendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgnient i 

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

plaiiitif7.s complaint against Defendant \Veil-McLain with pre.judice, and tlicre beiii 

o pgo s i t i  o 11 t licrc t o . 
OIII~EKEI). that  upon notice to a l l  co-dcf'cndaiits, all claims and cross claims ai 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the SBIIIC are 11 

IO either party. 

iisscd with pre.judice and without 

\VEI'I'Z Sr LUXENBEIIG, ]'.e. 
Attorney lor the I'laintif'f's 
700 13roadway Attorneys for Def'cndant 
Ncw York. NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

W c i 1 - h4c Lai ti 
850 Third A~c i i~ ic .  Suite 1100 

the 

ing 

11 0 

LllSt 

1sts 



S u K 
-__-___ COIJN'fY O F  NEW YORK 

Iiides No.: 190485/12 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LI'TIGA'I'ION 

JAMES PRA'I'?'. 

1'1 aint i ff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

AURORA PIIR4P COMPANY. et al.. 

De fen dan t s . 

WHEREFORE. Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests S u m  

Judgment in  the above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

disiiiissiiig plaintii'rs coli-rplaint against Defendant Aurora I'uiiip Company with prejudice. 

there being no opposition thereto, 

OIIDEIIEI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag: 

reby dismissed with pre.judice Ilcfcndant, Aurora Pump Company b 

n.i tli ou t costs to ei t her party . 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
NCM York, NY 1001 7 
(2 12) 986-2233 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Au ro ra Pu nip C o 111 pan y 
850 Third AVCI~L~C. Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED. 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LLOYD CALDWELL, JR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 10399/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Su 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectior 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudic 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudj 

without costs to either party. 

L 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 

New York, NY 10003 1100 
(212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MONTE MAGID, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190348/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Summ 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, i 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice : 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: A v C ' v ~ r  24 , 201 3 
New York, New York 

COUNTY c 
NE 

Misae l  Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAI: MC~AMBRIDGE 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Y 
2, 

id 

st 

id 



SIJPREMI;: COUR’I OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIM 

In Re: NEW YOlX CITYASBES’IQS LITIGATION 

I ______ _____ 
Indcx No.: 1 1 1679/08 

JAMES TEMPTO, 
PI ainti ff( s), 

NO O P P ~ § I T I ~ N  
- against - § U ~ ~ A R ~  JUDG 

WEIL-MCTAIN, et d., 

Def‘endants. 

RE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beinl 

opposition thereto, 

D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainzs and cross claims ag 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t 

to either party, 

missed with prejudice and without 1 

New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
Ne\? York, NY 1 0003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SINGER & ~ f A ~ ~ N ~ Y ,  LT 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDEREL). 

the 

sing 

no 

iinst 

OStS 



SUPIIEME COURT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORIC 
COIJNTY - OF Nl3V YORK 

Index No.: 112522/06 
In lie: NEW YORIi Cl'TYASBL<S'I'OS LITIGATION 

GERARD SCHIAVO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

V\IEII,-MCI,ATN. et al., 

Defendants. 

W ~ E ~ ~ F O ~ ~ ,  Dcfcndant WETL-MCL,AIN hereby requests Summary Judgmeiit i! 

above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

plaintifj's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beini 

opposition thereto. 

OKDEIIF,I~, ihai upon notice to all  co-defendants. all claims and cross claims ag 

Defendant, \Veil-McLain be and thc same are 

to cithcr party, 

' 
' sed with prejudice and without 

,2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER Ce MA 
Ail o rney s for Defendant 
Weil-McI,ain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

1sts 



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

i the 

sing 

, no 

iinst 

:osts 

Index No.: 190154/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LESTER MORRIS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment j 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: % \ @  ,2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & M A H O N ~ Y ~ T D .  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED 



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

Index No.: 190337/09 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS KOWALSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ii 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

bW Attorney for the Plaintiffs TD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 ite 11 00 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ling 

no 

.inst 

osts 



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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

FRANK L. KRAMARITSCH, 
P 1 aint i ff( s) , 

L the 

sing 

; no 

iinst 

:osts 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 199128/09 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the sa 

to either party. 

sed with prejudice and without 

Dated: 
New York 

( ,2013 
., New York 

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

SO ORDERED, SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 190020/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANDREW KUTKO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party. 

issed with prejudice and without co 

,2013 11 2013 Dated: .a\.- 

Attorney for the Plainti 
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, 

le 

'g 
LO 

st 

ts 



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

Index No.: 190040/08 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY R. MAZZELLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

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

SINGER & MAHON 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

sing 

no 

inst 

osts 



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

Index No. : 1 17229/07 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SAMUEL MORREALE, 111, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ii 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beink 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 1 

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, 

the 

ing 

no 

nst 

,sts 



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

Index No.: 117523/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES B. MORIARTY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beir 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withour 

to either party. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MA HONE^ LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

1ng 
no 

nst 

sts 



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

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

1 

ROBERT KASCHERES and LISSETTE KASCHERES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

ABB, INC., as successor in interest to 
ITE CIRCUIT BREAKERS, INC., ET AL., 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190389- 

NO OPPOSITION S 
JUDGMENT MOTIC 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in thi 

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

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without C' 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,2013 

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

MCNEILL, I 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

EITLER) 

z 

MMARY 
V AND 

above- 

iplaint 

inst 

;ts. 

C. 



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

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

DORIS HARAGSIM, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of EDWARD J. HARAGSIM, and 
DORIS HARAGSIM, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HE1 

INDEX NO.: 190356-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUM 

ORDER 
JUDGMENT MOTION 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in thl 

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

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without C I  

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,20 13 

SEP 17 2013 e-& NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFF 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, E 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

LER) 

IARY 
ND 

above- 

iplaint 

inst 

;ts. 

C. 



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

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

CARL A. DiSALVO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190109-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without CC 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,20 13 

UNTY CLERK'S OFF 
Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

HERSON, McNEILL, P 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Ibove- 

plaint 

nst 

ts. 

7 
2. 



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

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

BERNARD V. STEMPEL and CATHERINE STEMPEL, 
Plaintiffts), 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, ET AL., 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIP 

INDEX NO.: 190380 

NO OPPOSITION ! 
JUDGMENT MOT1 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary j 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, 
rner Construction Corn 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

[EITLER) 

2 

IMMARY 
N AND 

gment 

ntiff s 

ng no 

inst 

lice 

1 
V .  

'any 



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

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

STEVEN W. STARK and DEBRA STARK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, ET AL., 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part  30 
(HQN. SHERRY KLEIN 

INDEX NO.: 190385- 

NO OPPOSITION S 
JUDGMENT MOTI( 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary j 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 1 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tumer Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 
on: August 7 ,20 13 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, . 
er Construction Corn 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

EITLER) 

MMARY 
i AND 

gment 

ntiff s 

ng no 

nst 

lice 

1 
4. 

L Y  



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

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

JAMES S. MAHONEY and MARGARET MAHONEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN 1 

INDEX NO.: 190295-: 

NO OPPOSITION S1 
JUDGMENT MOTIC 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary j 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 1 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Compan 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

he same are hereby dismissed with pre- 

on: August 7,20 13 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, 
Attorneys for Turner Construction Con 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

ITLER) 

MARY 
AND 

gment 

ntiff s 

ng no 

nst 

ice 

7 ,. 
nY 



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

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

ROBERT KASCHERES and LISSETTE KASCHERES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

ABB, INC., as successor in interest to 
ITE CIRCUIT BREAKERS, INC., ET AL., 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190389. 

NO OPPOSITION S 
JUDGMENT MOT14 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summaryj 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 1 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Turner Construction Company, 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

same are hereby dismissed with prej 

on: August 7,2013 

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

er Construction Corn 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

IEITLER) 

2 

JMMARY 
N AND 

clgment 

iintiff s 

ing no 

tinst 

dice 

C. 
any 



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

;merit 

itiff s 

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

DORIS HARAGSIM, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of EDWARD J. HARAGSIM, and 
DORIS HARAGSIM, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITL 

INDEX NO.: 190356-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUME 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests swnmaryjuc 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York R 

on: August 7,2013 & yi L"' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. W A T ~ H E R S O N ,  MCNEILL, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Turner Construction Com 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 2 



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

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

JOHN GARBUTT and JOANN GARBUTT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190358-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORRER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary juc 

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

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there b e  

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. G~&&nt$ Regina,)Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ERSON, McNEILL, P. 
er Construction Comp; 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

ment 

(tiffs 

g no 

1st 

ce 

1Y 



SUPIIEMI< COURT 01: ‘THE STATE OF NEW YOliK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 121978103 
In  Re: NEW YORK CI’I’YASBES’1’OS LIl’IGA’TION 

LAWRENCE LVOI,F, 
Plai 17 tiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN. et al., 

Defend ants . 

NO OI’POSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WIJEREFORE. Defendant \VEIL.-MCLAIN hereby recluests Suiniiiary Judgment i 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R~iles Section 32 12: dismi 

plaintifYs complaint agaiiist Defendant Weil-McLain \villi prejudice, and there beiq 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED. thal upon notice to all co-del‘cndants, all claiins and cross claims ag 

Defendant. W~il-McI.~ain be and tlic sam 

to either party. 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: -&/u~i*& 
NedYork ,  New York 

, LTD, 

Kush Shukla. Esq. 
Andrew Grous, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & 

Attorncy for the Plaintiffs 
110 William Strcet, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

SPITZER, P.A. Attorneys for Def~ndant 
Wei I-  Mc La in 
850 Third Avcnuc, Suite 1 100 

New York. NY 10022 
(213,) 267-3091 

the 

ing 

110 

llSt 

sts 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BENNIE LOBAITO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104870/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Sun 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudicl 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

without costs to either party. 
7 

LEVY, PHILLIPS &- 
KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- SEGAYMCCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



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

Index No.: 104668/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE LEWIS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Sun: 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudict 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: 9/23 ,2013 

KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 

(212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

lary 
212, 

nd 

nst 

nd 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD DEGEORGIS AND MARY ANN 
DEGEORGIS 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTiNG & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby 

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

INDEX NO.: 10691 5/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY J U DGM EN 
MOTION AND ORDEF 

quests summary judgr 

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

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

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wil 

DATED: New York, New York 

P 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, EDWARD DEGEQRGIS and MAR1 
Kohler Co. DEGEORGIS 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 4200 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10020 New York, NY 10 

SO ORDERED: 

mt in the 

2 plaintiffs 

I thereto, 

i s  againsi 

Jut costs. 

4Nhl 

- 



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

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

ADAM J. SGRO, as Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANK ANGEL0 SGRO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEI'I 

INDEX NO.: 115239-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., requests summary judgment in the a\: 

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

complaint against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppos 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without c( 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,20 13 

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

~VATERS,  MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, F 
Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

CR) 

LRY 
D 

{e- 

i?S 

on 

1st 

S. 

, 



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

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

RAYMOND T. DONOVAN and 
MARGARET DONOVAN 

Plaintiff(s), 
VS. 
ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC, ETC., 

Defendants. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190110-13 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summaiy judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissingplaintiff s corn] 

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

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

defendant, Iiiley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without cost 

York 
2013 

* 

Jp fiv rn\, v-  

Dennis M. Geier, Esq. 
SEEGER WEISS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
77 Water Street, 26"' Floor 
New Yorlc, New York 10005 

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

(2 1 2) 5 84-0700 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

LEO ZIMMERMAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

I' 

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

INDEX NO.: 190383-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summaryjudgment in t 

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

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 1 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,2013 

\ 

Charles M. Fer+ 
HERSON, McNEILL, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATE 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

eitler 

above- 

ipliaint 

inst 

;ts. 

m 
L. 

I 

I 



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

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

BERNARD V. STEMPEL and CATHERINE STEMPEL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, ET AL., 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIP 

INDEX NO.: 190380 

NO OPPOSITION t 
JUDGMENT MOT1 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

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

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without c 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,20 13 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED: 

BEETLER) 

12 

JMMARY 
IN AND 

above- 

iplaint 

inst 

jts. 

C. 



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

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

THOMAS SOMMO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

II 

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

INDEX NO.: 190381-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in t 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yor 
on: August 7,20 13 

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

ibove- 

iplaint 

nst 

ts. 

1 
d .  



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

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

SALVATORE QUATTROCCHI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190240-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs C( 

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

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

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without c 

Dated: New York, New York 
on: August 7,20 13 

-_ ~ 

McNEILL, 
Attorn Riley Power, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

3bove- 

iplaint 

inst 

its. 

C. 



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

R 

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, f/Wa/Minnesota Mining & 
Manufacturing Co., et al., 

(NYCAL) 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEX NO.: 190392/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CUSTOM BUILDING PRODUCTS, INC., hereby re( 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CUSTOM BUILDING PRODUCTS, INC. 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

me are hereby dismissed with prejudic CUSTOM BUILDING PRODUCT 

without costs. 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP SEDGWICK LLP 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Newark, New Jersey 07 102 

Attorneys for Defendant, Custom Building 

NJI952567vl 

iests 

212, 

with 

jan? 

and 

..-. 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN and MINERVA FERNANDEZ, Index No. 190568-2012 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDE 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and th 

Dated: New York, New York 

issed with prejudice and without costs. 

8 /  wY3 

i-anelli, tsq. NEW y O R p p h e n i O V a k i d  
Luxenbere P.C. Spdewick LLP 

Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

New York, New York 10003 rk, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN and MINERVA FERNANDEZ, Index No. 190568-2012 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDl 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no oppositior 

thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plain tiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK Attorneys for foster Wheeler, L.L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN and MINERVA FERNANDEZ, Index No. 190568-2012 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDE 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L. L. c. 

Dated: New 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. COUNTY NEW CLERKS YORK Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintijfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

190428-2009 Index No. JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALAN ZELENKA, &JANICE EVANS 
ZELENKA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDE 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., success0 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (herein 

“CBS Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CBS Corpora 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
3!, JQI3 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YORh 

COUN I’y C;LtKn 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by me 
to CBS Corporation, o Pennsylvania corporation 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JANICE EVANS ZELENKA, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE Index No. 190428-2009 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALAN ZELENKA, &JANICE EVANS 
ZELEN KA, IN DlVl DUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDE 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the abo\ 

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

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defend? - 
Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the s ed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 3  \q 3\,0201'5 

+X?da77 &AM P A W ,  E37 I Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Phintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER, Index No. 190392-2012 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, f/k/a MINNESOTA MINING & 
MANUFACTURING CO. et at., 

Defendants. 
X 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned, the attorneys of 

record for the plaintiffs and defendant, FOSTER WHEELER LLC in the above-entitled action, that whert 

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 this action, the above 

entitled action be, and the same hereby is discontinued with prejudice as to FOSTER WHEELER LLC 

without costs to either party hereto as again 

notice with the Clerk of the Court. 

tion may be filed without furthe 

Dated: NewYork. New York 

?%men St. George, Esq. 
Levy Phillips & Konisberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor n 

SO ORDERED, 



c 
- -Q 



Hoagland, Longo, 
Moran. Dunst 
& Doukas, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
New York, NY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: II INDEX NO.: 190209/09 

DORIS W. SCHELLHAS, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF HERBERT H. 
SCHELLHAS, AND DORIS W. SCHELLHAS, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgrnent 

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

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

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

DATED: 8-15 rl New York, New York 

NO OPPOSITION 

in the 

ng plaintiffs' 

thereto, 

claims against 

wi'hout costs. 

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

CARL FIGUEROA, i'.-c?y----- kSQ. 

Estate of HERBERT H. 

700 Broadway 

HOAGLAND, LONGO. MO 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 

New York, New York 10036 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

1501 Broadway, 21st Floor 17 2013 DORIS W. 

SO ORDERED: 



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

(Heitler, S.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 190006/13 

BRUCE E. JEFFERSON and JUDITH 
JEFFERSON 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hs 

Inc., (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Eaton with pre 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2013 
SEP 17 2013 

1 

fendant Eaton Corporation, 
successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1932656 

mer, 

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

(Heitler, S.) 
__________________--____________________---------.------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

WHEREFORE, Benjamin Moore & Company (“Benjamin Moore”), hereby req 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there 1 

no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Benjamin Moore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

costs. 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LI 
Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore 
& Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

2Heitler 

NOSJM - Perez v Benjamin Moore.DOC 

sts 

on 

nst 

)Ut 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190508/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD SLATER NO OPPOSITION SUMh 4RJ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requ 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 1 

Hden k toniou  McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

. 2071487 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190074/13 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
______----____--------------------------.--------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRIET NOBLE and ROBERT BERGER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby reque 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp: 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Produc 

prejudice and without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed u 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102239 



Index No.: 1 19850/98 

RICHARD A. HIDDIE and SHIRLEY HIDDIE NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR’I 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requ 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Ydrk 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2114935 



REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COSMO CASA 

PlaintiEy 

vs. 

3M 
Man 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190421 / 1 t  

WHEREFORE, 
attorneys, Heirnert Law Fi 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 

1,T PRODUCTS C 

ORDERED, that upon notice to af 
defendant SEABOARD ASPHALT PRODU 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

and cross claims 

2 0 ~  &OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

k&sT 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONZSGSRERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 



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

THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL W. DE CARO, DALE DE CARO 
AS EXECUTOR, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Index No.: 103253/08 

NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant National Automotive Parts Association hereby reqi 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sec 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant National Automotive Parts Associ: 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon not 
defendant National Automotive Pa 
prejudice and without costs. 

s, all claims and cross claims agl 
d the same are hereby dismissed 

: Buffalo, New York 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF1 
N MOREY LLP 

Attorneys for Pluint8s 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant 
National Automotive Parts Associal 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 

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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 109699/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

RUSSEL CRAWFORD NO OPPOSITION SUMMh 
JUDGMENT MOTION AI 

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 Produ the same are hereby 

p 17 2013 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I Weitz & Luxenberg I McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, - 

700 Broadway LLP 
New York, New York 10003-4925 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

c 
‘1 
i 

r -  
SO ORDERED, 

2102739 

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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 121913/97; 105235/! 
11 1061/98 

JOHN CLIFFORD 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION AI 

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 cost 

Dated: New York, New York 
w'>r , 2013 

A 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I New York, New York 10003-4925 

h e y  York, New York 10005 
- 

SO ORDERED, 

2102739 



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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-4925 

MARIO CARFAGNO 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Watei 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMML 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 

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 

e are hereby against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Com 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
@I?- ,2013 
- 

I Weitz & Luxenberg McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
% 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shemw &6 HIitler 

2 102739 



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

Index No.: 119702/02 

GEORGE BERTOLINI NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION AI 

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 
9 I$ ,2013 

SEP 1'9 2013 

New York, New York 10003-4925 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102739 

Y 
I 





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

_ _ _ . _ . . - _ . . . - - _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - * ~ ~ - ~ ~ . - - - - ~ - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 110130/98; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

1 1 1065/98; 1 17709/99 
JOHN SULLIVAN and FRANCES SULLIVAN 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requc 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed P 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York s p  ,2013 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2 105639 

'ts 

In 

1Y 

1st 

th 



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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190414/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_____--__---_._--___----.------------------------------.----.------- 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH P. RAU 
NO OPPOSITION SUMh LiRl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requl 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York a!? ’ ,2013 

‘Weitz &&enberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

eutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

c_ 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102262 



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.: 190055/13 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM WHELAN and ANN WHELAN 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby reque 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Compa 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaii 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

prejudice and without costs. 

hereby dismissed w 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2013 

~ y u , u ,  , ,,ERKS OFFlCE 
p1 ,NWYORK 

. - ~  erberg, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, L 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

2 10227 1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFOREy defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requi 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secl 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp' 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be 

prejudice and without costs, 

reby dismissed v 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleENeitler 

2 102228 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PETER V. MATTHEWS, JR. and ANN 
MATTHEWS 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR’ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-E 

Inc., (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Eaton with pr 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag; 

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dis and without costs. 

New York, New York SEP 17 2013 Dated: 

I 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as succesi 
interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 

ork 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

2090387 

nmer, 

Civil 

udilce, 

ISt 

*-in- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 119782/01; 101 14 

PETER TREMBLAY NO OPPOSITION SUMn 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby reque: 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Wal 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clair 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp are here1 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York @\r ,2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-4925 

SEP 17 2013 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK A 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpente 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Wal 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 
c -- 

2 102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GUISEPPE TOLL1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMl 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 

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 C 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

same are hereby 

Dated: New York New York 
+ITy ,2013 

New York, New York 10003-4925 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 123455/01; 190461/1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

GAETANO TARDUGNO NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION AT 

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 SEP 17 2833 
Slq- , 2013 

New York, New York 10003-4925 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

2102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD SIMMONS NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION AI 

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 
,2013 SEP 17 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-4925 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

---------d 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 108537/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________________________________________-------------.-------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY SILVERBERG NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION AP 

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 
Q\.q- ,2013 

New York, New York 10003-4925 

SEP 17 2013 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

_ -  
c 

SO ORDERED, 
L 

2102739 

Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

New York, New York 10003-4925 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 110579/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Watl 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

ARTHUR SENECAL NO OPPOSITION SUMN 
JUDGMENT MOTION 1 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby reques 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulc 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Wat 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clain 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are here1 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 

2 102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 104280/02 

HERBERT PFEFFER NO OPPOSITION SUMMl 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 

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 Comp are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
01% , 2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-4925 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
/- I 

2102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No,: 1 I0904/02 

TODD GRAHAM PELRAH NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION Al’ 

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 
4% , 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-4925 

fl 21333 

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, 

2102739 

7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 1905 18/11 

_._______.________._____________________------------------.-----.--- 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL LIGHTSY and BARBARA 
LIGHTSY NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 

JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Benjamin Moore & Company (“Benjamin Moore”), hereby reql 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sel 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there I. 

no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Benjamin Moore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wii 

costs. 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LI 
Attorneys f9r Defendant Benjamin Moore 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

800 Third Avenue & Company 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

1807912-1 

sts 

Lon 

1% 

nst 

2ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectior 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Benjamin Moore be m d  the same are here 

costs. 

‘udice and withou 

COUNTY CLER 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore 
& Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOSJM - Perez v Benjamin Moore.DOC 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190428/09 

ALAN ZELENKA NO OPPOSITION SUMM, 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby request: 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rule: 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Watei 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claim: 

ame are hereb;) against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Co 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
SEP 17 2013 

Dated: New York, New York 
e\? ,2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

dant A. 0. Smith Water 

2102739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM H. FIELDS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 190 140/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppos 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

costs. 

3 

-WEILL, O'BRIEN, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

the 

P s 

ion 

nst 

out 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

EMERSON C. FISHER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 106693/02 & 

1 14998/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Pre 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs comr 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adic 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience €/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. €/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED, 

ier 

re- 

int 

da 

'1st 

: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 

HARRY J. TYNAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 106275/02 & 
1203 88/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment ir 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposl 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag; 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

rd, New York 10523 

COUNTY C E R  SO ORDERED, 
NEW yc 

the 

ff s 

ion 

nst 

out 
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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: NYCAL 
JOSEPH P. BURNS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 105624/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppos 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Go-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

he 

?S 

3n 

1st 

lUt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHN FREEMAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 126682/02 & 
103891/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F  ̂
WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flida BMI, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment ir 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag: 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit1 
costs. F I z 4  \ 13 

,2013 2 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 1 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

'f s 

ion 

nst 

DUt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ALAN ZELENKA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190428/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: J o \ 7  2 9 , 2013 a@& I If 

Prank urtiz, ksq. 
h w Q m  439. 
WEITZ & LUXE~BERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK 
NEW YOF 

1 

< OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

X 1.A.S. Part 30 ----“--------_“-----_1____________11__ 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190212112 

NO OPPOSITION 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
MORTON FRIEDER, 

. 
X -_--_---__-----___-__c_______________I 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

MENT MOTION 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., rNC., et al. 
SkP 17 2013 

Defendants. 
- - - “__-- - - -_- “ “___--___l______l_ COUNT-X CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
WFERFCFORE, Defendant, IT” CORPORATION W a  IT“ INDUSTRZES, NC., 

erroneously sued herein as “IT” TNDUSTRTES, INC.” and its past and present parents, 

affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 

heirs and assigns (“Defendant?’), hereby request Summay Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and 

Signed by Defendant: TqT ,2013 

Signed by Plaint32 201 3 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LEVY PHnLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for PlaintifY 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1. 
New York, New York 10022 
1212) 605-6200 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7’ Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

f SO ORDERED.. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL LIGHTSY and BARBARA LIGHTSY, 

X I.A.S. Part 30 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
(Heitler, J.) 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Index No.: 190518/1 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

-against- JUDGMENT MOT 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
3M COMPANY fk/a MINNESOTA MINING & 
MANUFACTURING CO., et al., 

Defendant. 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, a subsidiary of ITT Industries,” 

and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismisse 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: July 24,2013 

without 

CUIJNTXCLERK’S OFFICE 
Signed by Plaintiff: 9 20 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth F1 
New York, New York 10022 7 Floor 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
lh 

(212) 605-6200 New York, NY 10 105 
(212) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED 
itler I 



A R &  C 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

JID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. a 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1901 11-2013 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEh 

, MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc., hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section : 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. 

c 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag 

defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. b 

prejudice and without costs. n 

hereby dismissed 

Dated: New York, New York 
J- /7-(> ,2013 

"," 

TqJ / '  

Patti burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Sulzer Turbo Services Houston 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 16309386v.l 

1l-Y 

17, 

ith 

nst 

ith 



WILLIAM I. BODDEN, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 190048-20 13 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATIONy et. al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc., hereby requests sum~ 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section f 

dismissing plaintifr s Complaint against defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag 

defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b-r9-/ 3 ,2013 %t? 17 2013 

3,b/ rr31JNTY CLERK'S OFF1 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McCarter & English, LLP 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Sulzer Turbo Services Houston 
245 Park Avenue, 271h Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 

I 

L -1 

ME1 16309367~ 1 



ALINTON R. MANDERSON and 
JESSICA MANDERSON, Index No.: 1901 12-2013 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.) 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc., hereby requests sum~ 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag 

defendant Sulzer Turbo Services Houston Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

8- 1’3 2 b l  
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 

cCarter & English,. LLP Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs COUNTY CLERKS OFFIGEM NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant 
Sulzer Turbo Services Houston, 
245 Park Avenue, 27‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 (212) 558-5500 
(2 12) 609-6800 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 16309293v.l 

5rY 

12, 

ith 

nst 

ith 

- 

1c. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

CYRIL D. ARNOLD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 122400/95 & 
101310/02 & 111055/98 & 
100920/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prei 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs comp 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 agi 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adie 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plai 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 
(212) 558-5500 

i V h € W $  O'mTLL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI SEp 17 "'' 

.- n ~ ~ \ G & 3 0  Saw Mill River Road 
10523 

SO ORDERED, 

:r 

:- 

It 

la 

st 

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 
ADAM R. BAFUNIK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104042/00 & 
125795199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Pre 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's comp 

against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 agl 

defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adie 

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 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAFG&+NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa 

3 

File No.: 473.94079 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

er 

e- 

nt 

;/a 

1st 

:e, 

1 

WCE 



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 D. BERES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 134989194 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 1 1053198 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment ir 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag: 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit1 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S ( 
N€W YORK 

the 

ff  s 

:ion 

inst 

out 

IFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EDGAR W. BOWSER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 103 124/00 & 
121 733/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Pre 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs comp 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adit 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & L U X E N B ~ .  ILL, O'BRIEN, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named 
Inc. f1Wa Adience, Inc. flWa 

SO ORDERED, 

ier 

[e- 

int 

da 

nst 

:e, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM CAMPBELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 121 854/99 & 
103574/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prc 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the al 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's com] 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 a{ 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adi 

smissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

(212) 558-5500 

cou NTY CLERKS 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

er 

e- 

nt 

;/a 

1st 

:e, 

'FICE 



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 R. CAPECI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 113863/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Pr 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the a 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs com 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 ai 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Ad 

Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

ile No.: 473.94083 

SO ORDERED, 

iier 

ve- 

iint 

Wa 

inst 

ce, 

r \GE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROGER FARTHING I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 113705/95 & 
114569/95 & 11 1056198 & 
1 16746/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prei 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs comp 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 agi 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adie 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refrac 

(212) 558-5500 

ile No.: 473.94085 

SO ORDERED, 

iier 

ve- 

lint 

Wa 

.nst 

Ice, 

I 

)F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X Index No. 190147-13 
JEROME ROSEN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITIO 
SUMMARY JUDGR, 
MOTION AND OR 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sMa The B.F. Goodrich Cc 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant GOO 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opl 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejuc 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

August 2 0  ,2013 

> l/p I -  

1 BY: -, J 
WE'ITZ & LUXEN~ERG, P.C. 

- 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Patti Burshtyn, E s q .  

(2 12)5 5 8-5 5 00 

BY: 

SMITH,~TRATTON, WISE, HEHER 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORA 
(609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 

,NT 
3R 

., n v aad 

UCH 

sition 

:ainst 

e and 

ON 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X Index No. 190075-12 
ARTHUR CULLEN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITIOP 
SUMMARY JUDGM 
MOTION AND ORC 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich COI 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Ls 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant GOOI: 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no oppl 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims s 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SEP 17 2013 

Auqust 20 ,2013 
COUNTY CLERKS OFF 

NEW YORK 

BY: - Q ( (  (/w--- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 5 00 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 
(609)924-6000 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. DRICH CORPORA' 

SO ORDERED 

CNT 
ER 

1PanY 9 

w a d  

RICH 

isition 

gainst 

:e and 

CE 

L 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X Index No. 190024-12 
DEMETRIOS CHARALAMBOUS and CHRISTINA 
CHARALAMBOUS, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEI 
MOTION AND ORDEl 

Defendants. 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOOC 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no oppc 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims 2 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dis 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Auqust 14 ,2013 COUNTY CLERKS C 
NEW YORK 

BY: BY: 
W E I ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Patti Burshtyn 

BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

-Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORA' 
(609)924-6000 

; 
SO ORDERED 

r 

;Giiy, 

I and 

LTCH 

;ition 

ainst 

: and 

I 

'FICE 

:ON 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X Index No. 1 1894 1-02 
WILLIAM K. BRADLEY and DIANA BRADLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
& SUPPLY), et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, slwa The B.F. Goodrich Co 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOO1 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opy 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 f i I u C L C i  BRENNAN, LLP 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER 

(2 12)558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPOR! 
(609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
I 

Hon. eitler 
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)my, 

. and 
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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: NYCAL 

ALAN ZELENKA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190428/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Pre 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs comp 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 

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 agi 

defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adie 

Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

'NEILL, O'BRIEN, 
DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

.3 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, 
530 Saw Mill River 
Elmsford, New Yo 

ier 

ve- 

.int 

k/a 

nst 

ce, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANCIS ANTICOLI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 114998/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prer 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab( 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs compl 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adiei 

ame 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 

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 

10523 

e No.: 473.94076 

SO ORDERED, 

iier 

ve- 

lint 

k/a 

nst 

ce, 

OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ANSELMO EMANUELLI and GUILIANA 
EMANUELLI 

Index No. 118537/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynold 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” herebj 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RL 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice i 

without costs. 

Dated: New A Yprk, New York St=? 17 20‘ 

I \ I I I V V  YUK 

\I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
(212) 558-5500 

-< PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Michael J. Curtis, Esq. ‘ 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

=ICE 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L- 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT S. COPE 

Index No. 108101/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Michaelx Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LI WEITZ & LUXENBER JC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



I 
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 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT G. AMITRANO and VIVIAN AMITRANO 

Index No. 11337Y99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynol 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” here1 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

UNTY CLERK’S 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintiff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

I 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
_- 

Index No. 115286/05 

LEONARD AHART and FRANCES AHART NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolc 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RI 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice i 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for  Pluintiff(s) 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

es 

Id 



WHEREFORE, defendant MANNTNGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorney 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitle 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complai: 

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again 

defendant MAWINGTON MILLS, N C , ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

and without costs. 

Dated: %\ (CZ ,2013 

TY 
N 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, In( 

SO ORDEWD, 



, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 120388/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HARRY J. TYNAN, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAbT, e: al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ai 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

to either party. 

Dated: / d / 3  
Ne$krk, New Yor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL M C C A ~ ~ D G E  
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 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 \ 

,- 
i 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ng1 
no 

nst 

sts 

, , 



GAETANO TARDUGNO and MARIA MULE TARDUGNO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index ). 1 161-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Corn 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lav 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODF 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no oppoz 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims ag 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicr 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

700 Broadway MkTkbNr l ,  E q  SMITH, S g T T O N ,  WISE, HEHER & 
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP 
(2 12)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 

(609)924-6000 
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATI( 

I + ‘  

SO ORDERED 

nYY 

i d  

3H 

ion 

nst 

nd 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Y 

This Document Relates to: 
_- 

Index No. 114014/02 

PHILLIP TAMBASCO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynol 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” herek 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Companj 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice /1 

without costs. 

A lil 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

I 



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 

This Document Relates to: 
-- 

Index No. 190155/09 

DELPHINE M. STACHOWIAK and CHARLES 
STACHOWIAK SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
< -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynoll 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Companj 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainti$(s) 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

:S 

id 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
R 

Index No. 190173/09,10427! 
120391l01 

RALPH SALZANO and MARGARET SALZANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolc 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Companj 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Reynolds Met 

without costs. 

he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 109747/00 

GERALD R. ROOT and SHEILA A. ROOT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolc 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R1 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

2s 

id 

without costs. I 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, A 
H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH PISARRO and ELZA PISARRO 

Index No. 190349/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1% ~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again5 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainti$(s) 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1 - 0 3 5  

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW M. MORMILE 

_ _  
Index No. 190257109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 

1 -  

mK Michael ;!Curtis, Esq. 

: G ’ T p  MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERE 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190011/10 

GLADYS MILLER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be 

without costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBER MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

d 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A. METROKA 

_- 
Index No. 190108/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolc 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R1 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Companj 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. I 
SEP 17 2013 f i  /] Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK‘ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190366/09 

GERALD J. McCORMICK and MARION 
McCORMICK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, d reby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. I 
Dated: New York, New York 

%[zU ,2013 COU 'N 

- 
Michael J. Curtis, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

LLC 

New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

__  
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
z- 

Index No. 190245/09,11147 
10571 7/02 

JOSEPH M. HUNTZ and GERALDINE HUNTZ NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 1-  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynol 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” herel 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Compan: 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1s 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ALLEN A. THOROGOOD 

Index No. 190070/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reyno 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” here 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and I 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Compan 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agair 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudict 

without costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(#) 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

r )  

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

BRUCE MCKIM, as Executor for the Estate of ROBERT S. 
MCKIM, and DONNA MCKIM, Individually, 

IndexNo. 190225/12 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
including ROPER PUMP COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Roper Pump Company (hereinafter “Roper”), hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Roper with prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenc 

Roper be and the same are hereby di and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2013 
July 24,20 13 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW Y O R ~ A L A B Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Robert McKim, et al. 

k, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

COSMO CASAREGOLA, Index No.: 11/190421 

Plaintiff, 
-V.- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 3M COMPANY, fiMa Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing 

Co., et al., 
including DEZURIK, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DeZurik (improperly sued herein as “DEZURIK, INC.”) hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectb 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DeZurik with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendai 

DeZurik be and the same are hereby disi d without costs. 

Dated: SEP 17 2013 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

800 Third Avenue, 13 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ,- Attorneys for Defendant 
Cosmo Casaregola 1 DeZurik 
(2 12) 605-6200 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

NYCAL 

X 

COSMO CASAREGOLA, Index No. 190421/11 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSlTION 
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTTON AND ORDER 
5M COMPANY f/Ma Minnesota Mining & 
Manufacturing Co., et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC. 

De fendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rufes Secti 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bei 

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. 

SEP 17 2013 
LEVY, PIIXLLIPS & K O N I G S ~ + + ~ L E ~ ~ & B R A D L E Y ,  LLC 

r NEW YORK 
‘ X j  / p,/[ .i/ A- 
*- . 

Lori A. Benavides, Esq. 
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys. for Plaintiff 
Cosmo Casuregolu Viking Pump, Inc. 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys far Defindant 

d - U  

(2 12) 605-6200 (713) 791-0785 

r - -  
SO ORDERED, Dated: 

(2 12) 605-6200 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVADOR MARTINEZ JR. 

Index No. 120327-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment ir 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plair 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agains 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the sa 

costs. 

ed with prejudice and with( 

Dated: New York, New York 
h a  0,201 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for  Plaintffs 
Salvador Martinez Jr., et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

k O U N  '7 

StP 17 2013 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for  Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

e 

FS 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES FUTIA 

-'x 

Index No. 1 12962/99; 1009 19 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositior 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

issed with prejudice and with0 

COUNTY CLERK' 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
James Futia, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

18 

e 

f s  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD A. HIDDIE and SHIRLEY HIDDIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY), et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 119850/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc., (hereafter “Viking”) hereby request summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
August 9,201 3 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway, 6‘h Floor 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10003 
Attorneys for P l a i n t ~ s  
Richard A. Hiddie, et al. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Viking Pump, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__  
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
__  

Index No. 190113/08 

THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ and IRENE 
WOLKIE WICZ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolc 

Metals Company, individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereb: 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RI 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBE MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 n (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

:S 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _  
NYCAL 

< _  

EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA NORENE ASH- IndexNo. 190318/2012 
BAILEN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 
including LINDBERG/MPH, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendants LINDBERG/MPH (sued herein as LINDBERG and 

LINDBERG/MPH) (hereinafter “LINDBERG/MPH) hereby request summary judgment in the ab01 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complain 

against defendant LINDBERGMPH with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend 

LINDBERGMP 

Dated: New 

BELLUCK & MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
LINDBERG/MPH 

Attorneys for Plaintgs 
Eddie Howard Bailen, et al. 
(212) 681-1575 / (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I_ 

NYCAL 

ABRAHAM FREUND, 

Plaintiff, 
-V.- 

3M COMPANY, et al., including LINDBERG/MPH, 
Defendants. 

1- 

Index No. 190355/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTH 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants LINDBERGMPH (sued herein as LINDBERG and 

LINDBERGMPH) (hereinafter “LINDBERGMPH’) hereby request summary judgment in the abok 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complain 

against defendant LINDBERGMPH with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend 

LINDBERG/MPH be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
A 

Dated: New Yo il k New 

-. I IVL 

NEW Y&ABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New Yo 

Abraham Freund LINDBERGMPH 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JEROME ROSEN, Index No. 190147/2013 

Plaintiff. 

-V.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F W A  CROWN INDUSTRIES, INC. 

(“Crown Boiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prac 

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 defendar 

Crown Boiler be and the same are here dice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintlff 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Jerome Rosen 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.> 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _  

JEROME ROSEN, Index No. 190 147/20 13 

-V.- 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
SUPERlOR BOILER WORKS, TNC., 

Defendants. 
~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC. (“Superior”) hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Superior with prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendar 

Superior be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

, - , -mr io  Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER&~RXY C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jerome Rosen 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Superior Boiler Works, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_-  
INRE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

JOHN DAUB AND JEANETTE DAUB, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 19042612012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOT1 
AND ORDER 

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, et al., including 
ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC. (incorrectly sued herein as 

“ADVANCE AUTO SUPPLY”) (“ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC.”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismisi 

Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC. with prejudice, and there 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen 

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoul 

1 I  costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Advance Auto Parts, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

New York, NY 10036 
(646) 248-60 15 9 1-0285 

ork, New York 1003 8 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
A SBGSTOS LITIG A T JON 

NYCAL, 

._ 

HARRIET NOBLE and ROBERT BERGEK. Index No. 190074/20 13 

-V.- 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SIJMIWARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 1 T  AL., including, 
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC., 

Defend ants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC. (“Superior”) hereby request 

summary judgiiient in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Superior with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims against defendr 

Superior be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. . -  

Dated: Naw York, New York 

NEW yOR+va S. Wayne, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

700 hoadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Atlorn eys .for PIuiiit$fi 
Ifurriert Noble, et ul. 

I50  Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
A norneys , for Dejeiadan I 
Siiperior Boiler Works, Inc. 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

’_ 

JEROME ROSEN, 

Plaintiff, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
MORSE DIESEL, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190147/2013 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims againsl 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be a 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and withc 

Patti Birshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Altorneys for Defendant 

Jerome Rosen Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190294/11 

WILLIAM L. MORITZ AND ELIZABETH 
MORITZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation W a  The Duriron Company, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practia 

and Rules 3 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Flowserve Corpo 

fMa The Duriron Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no oppc 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 6 

defendant, Flowserve Corporation fMa The Duriron Company, Inc., be and the same are 1 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William L. Moritz and Elizabeth Moritz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Flowserve Corporation EIWa The Duriron 
Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0231889-1) 

LW 

in 

in 

IS1 

bJ 

'I 



k1ARVIN GOLDEN. 

Pi 

-against- 
: Won. Sherry Klein Heitter 

ALLIANCE LAUNDRY ~~~T~~~ LLC, et ai., : MSPart39 

Defendants. 

, d e € e n ~ t  Crown Cork &. Seal USA. lac. (".Crown") h 

s m  judgrneat in the a ~ ~ ~ n t i ~ ~ ~  case, pursuant to GPLR 3212, disrnis 

complaint against Crown with prejudice. and there being no oppos 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, dl claim and cross claim a 

Crown be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

923054 



: IndexNo. 190333/11 
DUANE ERICKSON and LORETTA ERICKSON, his : 
wife, 

: HC) OPPOSXTION 

: MCYrXONANDORDlER 
Plaintiffs, : SIMMARYJUX)GMENT 

-against- 
: Han, Sherry Klein Heitler 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COWORATION, AS : IAS Part 39 
S U O R - B Y - M E R G E R  TO BUFFALO PUMPS. : 
et aI., 

-~ 

Defendants, 

WHl3lJ9OR.E, defendant Crown Cwk & Sed USA, Inc. ("Crown") hereby rcquasts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLli 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against Crown with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

Crown bc and the same are her 

Datd 

dice and without costs. 

so om-: 

LP 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
4/9/13 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD HANZLICK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO. 
103506/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMh 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Co 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

nc., be and the same 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4 166-96 

4RY 
JD 

, Inc. 

:e Law 

:d Edison 

:laims 

re hereby 

SQ. 

1 of New 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
7/19/13 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NORMAN L. NEWKIRK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO. 
109070/00 and 1221 88/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMN 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New YOP 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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. 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and withou 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6686-00 

, 

LRY 
D 

Ins. 

2 Law 

d Edison 

iaims 

*e hereby 

SQ. 

of New 



Th4c:CCCjpk) 
. 7/12/13 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - - - - - -___ - - -_ - -_________________________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

Our File No 
S-43 5 1-03 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH BURNS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO. 
105624/03 and 126397/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMPI, 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

SEP 11 m Dated: New York, New York 
T d y  2-7, 2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Compar 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
rk, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

iRY 
ID 

, Inc. 

e Law 

:d Edison 

laiqns 

re hereby 

SQ. 

p of New 



' TMc:CC(jpk) 
7/ 1211 3 

JOHN FREEMAN, SR. i NO OPPOSITION SUM 
1 JUDGMENT MOTION ' ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yc 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pral 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolic 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cro: 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the sam 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York 
J U r y  27, zoK3 

SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY 
N 

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-4245-03 

RY 
D 

Inc . 

; Law 

1 Edison 

aims 

e hereby 

L 
iQ. 

of New 

, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1- 

SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE DEMARCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendant( s). 

Index No. 190331/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenc 

sed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorne for Plaintiff LLp 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
MET-PRO CORPORATION, on 
behalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISU 
150 Broadway - Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Dated: 

It 

J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
................................................................. X Index No.: 190494/12 
CAROLYN FAUROTE, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT FAUROTE, and CAROLYN 
FAUROTE, Individually, 

X ................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in  the abovc 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaii 

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 Defendail 

BW/IP, 11% be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SlNGER & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



? 

I . !  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
RAYMOND ERARIO, as Administrator for the Estate 
of ROBERT ERARIO, 

Plaintiff, 

.................................................................. 

.................................................................. 
NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1903 13/09 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN 

Defendants. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. 3212, dismissing 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same 

complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

Bl@l 
with prejudice and without costs. 

n 1 1 3  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

I -__. - - -  
I ,NZULLI LAW FIRM, 

Main Street, Suite 508 

6 2 A . D .  €30. k&id)n A. Tartaglia, 111 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond Erario an Optical Co 

Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 

ttorneys for Defendant 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 (914) 285-1213 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
DOREEN M. FISH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROGER J. FISH, and DOREEN M. FISH, Individually, 

.................................................................. 

.................................................................. 
NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190073/08 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMEXT MOTION ANI 

Defendants. ORDER 
X .................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby reqL 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. 32 12, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agi 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismi 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 Facsimile: (914) 285-121 3 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

C O U ~ r y  CLERK'S 

Doreen M. Fish American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

DEBOSE and DANESSIA SCOTT-WARREN, ESQ., as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of DANIEL SCOTT, SR., 
and MARY SCOTT, Individually, 

.................................................................. 

.................................................................. 
DANIEL SCOTT, JR., ESQ. and DOROTHY SCOTT- NYCAL 

I..A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105505/99 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMA: 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X .................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. 32 12, dismissing plainti 

complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims aga 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION OI& be and the same are hereby dismi$ 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

ts 

5’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
JOSEPH J. SZCZUR and ROSEMARIE SZCZUR, 

.................................................................. 

.................................................................. 
NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff, (Heitler, J.) 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Index Nos.: 116745/07 
114412/00 
122 197/99 

Defendants. NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
.................................................................. X JUDGMENT MOTION AN 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby reqi 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag; 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismi 

with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Skp 17 White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

(914) 285-0700 
(914) 285-1213 

Joseph J. Szczur and Rosemarie American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

Y 

;ts 

:S ’ 

nd 

1st 

ed 



-against- Index No.: 190505-12 
190506- 12 

ADSCO MANUFACTURING LLC, et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMM. 

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AI 
X ORDER .................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby rec 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sc 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPT1 

CORPORATION o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ai 
defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby disn 
with prejudice and without costs. 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 SEP 17 
Telephone: (212) 986-2233 T one: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (212) 9 8 6 - 2 2 S C O U ~ ~ y  CLERK’S od?* csimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Armando Giachin American Optical Corporation 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 

NE\NYORK A ttomeys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

RY 
1 

ests 

:ion 

AL 

inst 
sed 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 
j Index No.: 105449199 

RAYMOND TONUCCI AND ALBERTA j 
TONUCCI i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismi 

plaintifl's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice and 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defet. 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

SEP 17 2013 
Dated: New York. New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

M r C i t A 6 - L  !=ANELL1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond Tonucci and Alberta Tonucci 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24429 

(NO23 3 953 - 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105449/99 
This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND TONUCCI AND ALBERTA j 
TONUCCI i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests s m q  judgm 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaii 

complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice and there being no oppo 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claim against defe 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without COS 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond Tonucci and Alberta Tonucci 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0233981-1) 

: ir 

T5 

ior 

mt. 



affiliates, subsidiaries, predecessors, successors in interest, agents, heirs and assigns, here 

request Summary Judgment in the above-captioned case, pursuant to CPLR 9 3212, dismissi 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against VCNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agair 

Defendant, VNCA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

b3- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, SEp 17 2013 HARUM, KUNDLA, MCKEON & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs POLETTO, P.A. 

s for Defendant, Volvo Cars of 

New York, New York 10038 

SO O W E D :  



I 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and RENA NORENE 

Plain tiffs , 

x .......................................................................... 

AS H-BAI LEN, 

IEIC., 

- against - 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTSl 
INC., Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

ndex No.: 190318-1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defendants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, IN( 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafl 

“ELECTROLUX”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitlei 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERER that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

(212) 681-1576 SEp 17 2013 and Copes-Vulcan I 
55 Church Street. Suite 21 1 

F9 

t 



I 

' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ...................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

MARILYN AHART, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LEONARD AHART, and MARILYN J. AHART, as 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANCES AHART, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

.. . , ,  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J) 

Index No. 1 15286-2005 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEI 
MOTION AND ORDEl 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY incorrectly s/h/ 

CHAMPION INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION hereby requests Summary  Judgment in 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY incorrectly sMa CHAMPION 

INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims againsl 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMP CHAMPION CORPORATION, 1: 

out costs. and the same are hereby dismissed 

70qBroadv! 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED: 

S.C. 

99 c o u i  Street 
White Plains, New York 10601 

Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY 

(914) 946-8900 

Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Grimes Aerospace Company hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ amended complaint against it, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto 

is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clai-ns 

against Grimes Aerospace Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

ALLEN-BRADLEY COMPANY, et al., 

it 

ce 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants . 

WHEREAS, no evidence has been adduced in the course of product identificatio 

discovery that plaintiffs were exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured b 

Grimes Aerospace Company (named in this action as “Grimes Aerospace Corporation”), and 

FI 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 16, 20 13 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 

By: 
Lori A. Benavides, Esq. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintijfs 
(2 12) 605-6200 

EPSTEIN BECKER & GREEN, P.C. 

By: 

250 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10177 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Grimes Aerospace Company 

(212) 351-4500 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

n 14- ! 1 

SEP 17 2813 

2 

C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET 
DELGADO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually, and as 
successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190401/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the ab( 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complz 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

WicLeile D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

- 

with prejudice and without costs. defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the sam 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 26,20 13 

ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4fh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(9 14) 949-2909 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(V0106336.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, Vlda MINNESOTA MINING & 
MANUFACTURING CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190392/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the abovc 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complain 

against defendant, Taco, 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 agahs 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same are 

Dated: New York, New York 

rejudice and without costs. 

ECKERT SEAMANS CHEW & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street-Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, U P  
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

(914) 949-2909 (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

(V0103484.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part30 

j (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

i Index No.: 190331/2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAMUEL DEMARCO and JOSEPHINE 
DEMARCO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ compl 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition ther 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

d with prejudice and without costs. defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the s 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 26,20 13 

ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 

546 Fifth Avenu 

(9 14) 949-2909 

(V0106339.1) 

ve 

int 

.O, 

1st 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT D. BENCE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190502/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the i 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' corn] 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition tht 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ai 

ice and without cost 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 26,2013 

ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 
(9 14) 949-2909 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(V0106 1 1 1. I} 

>ve 

tin4 

to,' 

nsl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. 
HELLWIG, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190509/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the : 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ com 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a, 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 26,20 13 

with prejudice and without cos1 

L WIG AND CAROL A. HELL w 
ECKERT SEAMANS CHEFUN & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 
(914) 949-2909 

{V0106417.1} 

ve 

int 

to, 

nst 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alan Zelenka 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judg 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there b 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190428/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, . 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, ( z  
Hon. Sherry kf Heltler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190428/09 

Alan Zelenka 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corpori 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La. 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Compank 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same ax 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and w 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

I 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITIC 
JUDGMENT M 
ORDER IIEGA: 
DEFENDANT cj 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, TARN1 USA, INC., herby requests summary judg 

the above-entitled case, plnrsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi: 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against TARM USA, N C . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 01 

thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims i 

defendant TARM USA, INC. be and the same axe hereby dismissed with prejudice anc 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y 
April 1 5,20 I3 

Nev!@&k,New York 10036 
(212) 

SO ORDERED: Hon. Sherry klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

By: Glenn E. Richardson, 1 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TARM USA, INC. 

'295 Madison Avenue, 4" F 
New York, New York 1001 
(212)661-7300 

, [  v 

- (. 

\T SUMMARY 
ITION AND 
DNG 
W USA. INC 

nent in 
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)osition 

;ain$t 

without 
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, 

KATHLEEN STERNER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT STERNER 

against 

' A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL., 

Hoagland, Longo, 
Moran, Dunst 
& Doukas, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21st Floor 
New York, IVY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I I INDEX NO.: 02-1 25059 

NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judg en4 in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismiss ng plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositi n tHereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl ims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi hout costs. 

DATED&-L(d New York, New York i 
KATHLEEN STERNER, as Admini 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

the Estate of ROBERT STERNER 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HOAGLAND, LONGd, M O b N  
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1501 Broadway, 21 st Floor 
New York, New York 10036 skf 17 zLi3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1232/01 

Peter M. Tremblay, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judg 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there b 

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 anc 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 
. 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

'loor 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12fh F_ . ._ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ths  Document Relates to: 

Peter M. Tremblay, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119782/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bel 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, 

without costs. 

reby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101141/07 

Peter M. Tremblay, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judg 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin: 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bl 

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 an( 

without costs. E 

BLAU, : 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. (212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

/ -- 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Venturini 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190287/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bc 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporatio 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice a n d  

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor- 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

John Venturini 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190287/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati n, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

,P 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120397/01 

Joseph C. Tackas 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Danl 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are - 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York,,New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 

SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY C m F F I C E  
NE Y 

\ I  I 

Judith A. Yayitd, Esq. 
DARGER E ~ N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

Gaetano Tardugno 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190461/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disrnissinj 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bc 

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 an( 

without costs. 

YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

Gaetano Tardugno 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1227/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

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 be 

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 anc 

E without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

bchard F. Travers 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190197/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin1 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bc 

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 an( 

without costs. 

ITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFUS 

~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190197/09 

Richard F. Travers 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly kno 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

n, be and the same are 

StP  17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YO 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

1 
J 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 190175/09 

Joseph C. Tackas 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan: 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly kno 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

ion, be and the same are 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y - - -  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEp 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27@' Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald Simmons 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110502/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

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 be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and 

without costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York skp 17 2023 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

nt 

g 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10502/02 

Donald Simmons 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%IT- ,2013 SEP 17 2013 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

( - - I / /  I 
x/ WllI 

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: 

Donald Simmons 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106806/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi: 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Da.  

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER E W N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

Joseph C. Tackas 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120397/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bel 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ 1 % ~  2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER E&TE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph C. Tackas 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190175/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 be 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Arthur J. Senecal 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110579/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporal 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lavi 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

and the same are 

Skip 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

I””^ 

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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106808/02 

Arthur J. Senecal 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly kno 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

n, be and the same are 

Dated: New York, New York 
S(v ,2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2013 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, I 
I 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 16605/01 

Michael Shaughnessy 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmer 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintifl's complaint against defendant Arnchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there bein 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Amchem Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

. _ .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 116605/01 

Michael Shaughnessy 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin< 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bl 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CertainTeed Corpor 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

Dated: New York, New York 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

nt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~- 

This Document Relates to: 

Harry Silverberg 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1 099/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are 

SEP 17 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
> <  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASB EST0 S LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ante Rosini 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1063 5 1/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUN 

SEP 17 2013 

TY C L E R K S F -  
NEW YOR 

Judith A. Y vi , Esq. 
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

TE YAVITZ & BLAT. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1063 5 1/05 

Ante Rosini 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporat 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC; formerly known 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are  

SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 119792/02 

James L. Scott 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin< 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bl 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys forCertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

Arthur J. Senecal 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1057W02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bel 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

Arthur J. Seneca1 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106808/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMh QR'T 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporatio 

without costs. 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

17 2013 Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred Q. Pulver 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13279/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn nt 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissinl 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, b 

without costs. 

reby dismissed with prejudice anc 

Dated: New York,.New York SEP 17 2013 

LERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
'(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 12091 5/02 

Fred Q. Pulver 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

SEP 17 2013 Dated: New York, New York 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFlC 
NEW YORK 

YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13279/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred Q. Pulver 1 NO OPPOSITION SUMn U3.Y I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati 

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 Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY 
- 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1209 1 5/02 

Fred Q. Pulver 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2m3 

Judith A. Y a v q .  
DARGER E 

116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

1 NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for ana Companies, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

Todd G. Pelrah 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10904/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
GI?-- ,2013 S P  11 2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys f o d a n a  Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 IndexNo: 104280/02 

Herbert Pfeffer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

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 be 

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 hereb 

without costs. 

d with prejudice anc 

Dated: New York, New York skp 17 2013 
43[? ,2013 

DARGER 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120391/01 

Herbert Pfeffer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judg 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there b 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s 

without costs. 

ssed with prejudice an 

SEP 17 2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

Len 

ing 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ths  Document Relates to: 

Herbert Pfeffer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104280/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. sLt 17 2013 

C O U N ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Judith A. av tz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ++- Attorneysdr DARGE E~RANTE Dana Companies, YAVITZ LLC & BLAU, I 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Prizzi 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgr 

Index No: 100004/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissini 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bc 

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 anc 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys DARGERP or CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 1 2 ~  Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

It 

T 

P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Prizzi 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120389/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are 

Dated: New York,,New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

sEP 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DARGER 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27& Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Prizzi 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100004/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi: 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dsu 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

and the same arc 

StV 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 

116 East 27* Street, 12& Floor 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101090/02 

Ronald Oelschlager 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be an 

without costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

nt 

g 

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: 

Ronald Oelschlager 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101090/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith'A. Yabiq, Esq. 
DARGER E W T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald Oelschlager 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co $1 s. 

Dated: New Yor , New York eb ,2013 
SEP 17 2013 

.n 
YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

Todd G. Pelrah 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106807/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintif" s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27'h Street, 12fi Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 10904/02 

Todd G. Pelrah 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY .m JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary j u d a  

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bc 

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 an( 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER 

1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

..- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 113258/01 

Allen Nadborney 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Union Carbide Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gary J. Nankervis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113258/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn: 

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 be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and th 

without costs. 

missed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document ‘Relates to: 

Gary J. Nankervis 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 190 169/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMb-AR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, ahd there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, b 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

reby dismissed with prejudice and 

SEV 17 2013 

LERK’S OFFICE 

YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff eed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

It 

3 

- 

P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gary J. Nankervis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 69/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

m e  are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Co 

SEP 17 2013 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gary J. Nankervis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113258/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmen 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Amchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there bein 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims zind cross claims against 

defendant Amchem Products, Inc., be and the same are he 

without costs. 

rejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
O W  YORK 

YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc. 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

. I, _.- 

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: 

Gary J. Nankervis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113258/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Union Carbide Corporation, be and the same are her 

without costs. 

udice 

SkV 11 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L P 
Judith A. Witz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor i 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ths  Document Relates to: 

Ronald Oelschlager 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn: 

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 be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same ar 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ith prejudice and 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 127574/02 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William J. McRae 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, b 

without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. McRae 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1206 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12& Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. McRae 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120615/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR! 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dar 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

the same arc 

Dated: New York. New York SkY 17 2013 

Judith A. Y z E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127574/02 

William J. McRae 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Co same are 

StP 17 2013 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, . . .  . I , ., . ,’ ,: 
. .. . . .  

I , ,*  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Allen Nadborney 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113258/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrr 

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 be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s sed with prejudice and 
- 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %h ,2013 . .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

S W  17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEWORK 

\+ 
Judith A. Ikavihz, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27& Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

D A R G E I ~ ~ A N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

(212) 452-5300 

.””. -- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 113258/01 

Allen Nadborney 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana CompAes, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Da 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corpora 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Allen Nadborney 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113258/01 

NO OPPOSITION S 4R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmen 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Amchem Products, Inc., with prejudice, and there bein 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ice and defendant Amchem Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OqA ,2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DAR@$ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc. 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

- 

P 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 19494/02 

Joseph P. Garvin 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

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 beir 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
% [y ,  2013 

. I  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2013 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. S h e m t l e r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19494/02 

Joseph P. Garvin 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dans 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporatio 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2613 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF1 

\ G O R K  

E YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1903 68/09 

Frederick A. Greis, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bej 

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 

without costs . 

ice and 

Dated: New York, New York SkV 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 190368/09 

Frederick A. Greis, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, , 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as D 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are 

Dated: New York. New York 

~ ~~ - ~~~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 

Judith A. Y a k E s q .  
DARGER E NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190245/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harold T. Matejovic 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifl's complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporatio 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S W  1'7 2013 

- - . . a \  

-_  
Judith A. Yafitd, Esq. - 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER &?!ANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

_*-. 

SO ORDERED, 

f l  I /-*-- 

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: 

Thomas C. Duddleston 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105594/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm nt f 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there b 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice anc 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$3 1st- ,2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2013 

W YORK 

DARGER 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

x 

SO ORDERED, SO ORDERED, 
, -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

1 

This Document Relates to: 1 IndexNo: 120394/01 

Thomas C. Duddleston 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm r 

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 be' 1 

no opposition thereto, 1 ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York I 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Corporation 

hili 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

116 East 27th Street, 1 2 ~  Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

B 

SO ORDERED, 

' ;  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas C. Duddleston 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

Index No: 105594/02 

NO OPPOSITION S 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JMMAR 7 

1 JUDGINENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati e 

SEP 17 2013 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF1 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120394/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas C. Duddleston 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dar 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Ski? 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF 

I& . NEWYORK 

YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 
Attorneys #Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 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: 

James W. Elmore 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190056/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

StP 17 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF1 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER E 

1 16 East 27& Street, 12* Floor 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

Joseph P. Garvin 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113278/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary j u d p  

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there be: 

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 di 

without costs. 

e and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

””* 

SO ORDERED, 

nt 

g 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John R. Clark, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190017/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

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 be 

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 dis 

without costs. 

ice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

NYCAL 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dar 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, E 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF 
NEWYORK 

DARGER 

116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, 1 

(212) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 IndexNo: 105637/00 

John R. Clark, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 
Dated: New York, New York SEY 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORh 

ITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12& Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

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 

This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 105876/02 

Russell L. Crawford 
NO OPPOSITION SUMNARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmer 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, Ne 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for &rtainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY ' 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

Russell L. Crawford 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109699/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmei 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bl 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with an 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Russell L. Crawford 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 121856/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMM, RY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan; 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
91% ,2013 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L DmGEREY Attorneys for ana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109699/02 

Russell L. Crawford 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

_- 
Judith A[Y bitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

D m G d - N T E  YAvITz & BLAu, L u  

700 Broadway 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGNENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corpor 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

e are 

17 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

_-"- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ths Document Relates to: 

Russell L. Crawford 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105637/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgrnent in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

and the same are 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
i 



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: 

Mario Carfagno 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190256AO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael L. Carter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107 168/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

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 

without costs. 

prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27* Street, 12& Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
, J  



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael L. Carter 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmc 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112430/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 beir 

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 

without costs. 

prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Y a a E s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY -1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 IndexNo: 112430/02 

Michael L. Carter 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan2 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be an 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

are 

Dated: New York, New York 

OFF\( y CLERK‘S 

JudithA. avi , Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

_”” ” 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael L. Carter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 168/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ; 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Da 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same ar 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 
Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys DARGERw fo ana companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 1 00 1 6 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. S h m  
5 

Ieitler i : .  , . 1) 
' " .  ' ' - ' - '  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John R. Clark, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105637/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgn 

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 be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
er 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Buhyoff 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119387/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judg 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there b 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereb udice an 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
StP 17 2013 

Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

.I_ 

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: 

John Buhyoff 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 193 87/00 I 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi: 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dm 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same arc 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

StV 17 2013 Dated: New York, New York = P- ,2013 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 52-5300 

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: 

James M. Burgess 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgr 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissini 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there bt 

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 dis 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ant 

SkP 17 2013 

,2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!' 
NEW YORK 

0 h- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

it 

T 

i 

P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 107401/02 

James M. Burgess 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dar 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S€P 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK’S 01 
NEW YORK 

YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Mario Carfagno 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190256/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2013 

Judith A. Yavidi Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERR!&NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
V '  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1220/0 1 

George Bertolini 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 
SEP 17 2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19702/01 

George Bertolini 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm 

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 bei 

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 dismis 

without costs. 

StP 17 2013 Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF ,& NEWYORK 
I 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY IO0 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

. - I  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

t 

t 

:E 

- 

3 



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: 

George Bertolini 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19702/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dan; 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS 0 ~ ' ' ~  
NEW YORK 

/-* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. DARGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George Bertolini 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1220/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civj 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Da 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same ar 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 1 

SEP lr 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB575 13/legallnosjm/april 20 13 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
GEORGE HILL, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190435/12 

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 321 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, with preji 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 

all claims and cross claims agi 

same are hereby dismissed with prejuc 

without costs. 

OUNTy CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Michael S. Cromer, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

New York, New York 10003 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

ABEX CORPORATION, et a]., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 19039511 1 

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, ITC. with prejudi 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

without costs; 

, 

,/ 

L I T I  I vnpK 
Attorney pdr 
Levy, Phillips & Kvnigsberg I.ji=v$ I b' -' xCLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New Y rk 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 &]I 113 ,l (2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



X- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ROBERT GERMAN, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMA 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190281/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants R.W. BECKETT CORPORATION hereby request SI 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3: 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION \F 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agi 

defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed w 

prejudice and without costs. 

S~JJ 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF\ 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Belluck & Fox 
546 Fifth Avenue 

Attorneys for R.W. BECKETT CO1 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
N.ew York, New York 10006 New York, New York 10036 

4- 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ISAURO PANTOJA and SABITRI TULSI, 
X ................................................................... 

Plainti&$ 

-against- 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, by its 
successor-in-interest, BORG WARNER 
MORSE TEC, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X .................................................................. 

Index No.: 190173/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS L.P., hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS L.P., with prejudice, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS L.P., be 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice a 

SEP 17 2013 

CLERKS OFFICE 

\--e?llts Romanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

Attorneys for the Defendant 
DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS L.P., 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 

e No.: DOM56832 

SO ORDERED, 

LmY 

smissing 

id there 

:fendant 

without 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

CHERYL WOODS, as executrix of the estate of 
JAMES J. WOODS, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff( s) 
against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No: 074 07446 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAI 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federated Development Company, individually anc 

successor to Federated Development Company and as successor to Pacific Steel Boiler 

individually and as successor to National US Radiator (“Federated”) hereby requests sumr 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Federated with prejudice, and there bein, 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agi 

defendant Federated be and the sa 

Dated: New York, New York 

ed with prejudice and without costs. 

LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lfh Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Federated Development Cor 
1 16 East 27‘h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 605-6200 (212) 452-5300 

,“ 
SO ORDERED, 

I 

as 

nd 

LrY 

2, 
no 

1st 

/- 

)any 



IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT CHRISTIANSEN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
COURT-APPOINTED EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE 
OF DOROTHY CHIUSTIANSEN 

~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company hereby requests SUIT 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company, 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1905 17/2011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND om 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a 

defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c 

n-. 
3 W h  ,2013 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, D 

R 

Iry 

12, 
ith 

nst 

ith 

LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

Attorneys for Mine Safety Appliances Cor 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 





IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM J. NEWMAN AND NORMA NEWMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company, 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Mine Safety Appliances Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190425/2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORD 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

L\,~a , I C ,  ,2013 

Raphael, Esq. L Y \ P  \t(tkmCr- 
ILLIPS & K d NIGSBERG, 

LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

n / S P  17 2013 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAZ 
Attorneys for Mine Safety Appliances Com 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

IR 

ary 

12, 
4th 

nst 

rith 

CE 

LLP 
W 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BARBARA GOLD, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
NORMAN GOLD AND BARBARA GOLD, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 114932/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDEF 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgr 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismiss 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositil 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clz 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, COUNTY CLERK' 
Kohler Co. 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 4200 
New York, New York 10020 

NEW yOWMINISTRATRIX FOR THE EST1 
NORMAN GOLD AND BARBARA ( 
INDIVIDUALLY, 
700 Broadway, New York, NY IOOC 

SO ORDERED: 

?nt in the 

3 plaintiffs' 

I thereto, 

ns against 

3ut costs. 

-E OF 
ILD, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BRIDGET G. MCGINNITY, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. 
MCGINNITY. SR. AND BRIDGET G. 
MCGINNITY, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 104643/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY J U DGM El 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judg 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MOWN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, 
New York, New York 10020 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
BRIDGET G. McGINNITY, as Exec 

ate of JAMES E. McGINNITY. ! 
IDGET G. McGINNITY, Individi 

0 Broadway, New York, NY 100 

rni INTY CI ERKS OFFICE & 

ent in the 

ig plaintiffs 

n thereto, 

ms agains' 

tout costs. 

trix for the 
2. and 
IlY 

9- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DENISE M. OBREMSKI 
AND JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS. ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 10841 2/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
MOTION AND ORDl 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Kohler Co., liereby requests summary judl 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi5 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross c 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are he 

DATED: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI AS EXEC 
THE ESTATE OF DENISE M. OB 
AND JOHN J.M. OBREMSKI, IN[ 
700 Broadway, New York, NY I O (  

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1221 Avenue of the A 
New York, New York 

SEP 17 2013 
SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

r 

lent in the 

ig plaintiffs' 

n thereto, 

ms against 

lout costs. 

# 

TOR FOR 
IM$KI 
IDWALLY 
3 

/*. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

CAROLINE RADETICH, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PETER 
RADETICH, AND CAROLINE RADETICH, 
I NDlVl DUALLY 

l l  INDEX NO.: 108668/07 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
CAROLINE RADETICH, as P 
Executrix for the Estate of PE 
and CAROLIN 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
122 1 Avenue of the 
New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED: 
COUNTY CLERK4 Honorable 

NEW YOKK 
. - -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN ANDERSON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LEONARD ANDERSON 
AND SUSAN LEONARD, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 114935/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KOHLER CO., here,y requests summary judgi 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissi 

complaint against defendant, KOHLER CO., with prejudice, and there being no 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cla 

defendant, KOHLER CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

costs. 

New York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
KOHLER CO. 

SUSAN ANDERSON, AS EXECUTI 
THE ESTATE OF LEONARD ANDE 

1221 Avenue of the 
New York, New Yor 

AND SUSAN LEON 

SO ORDERED: 

ent in the 

2 plaintiffs' 

opposition 

IS against 

i d  without 

IX FOR 
tSON 5- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CAROLYN ABRAMS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF FREDERICK J. 
ABRAMS, AND CAROLYN ABRAMS, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 108667107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY J U DGM El 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judg 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismis: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 4200 
New York, New York 10020 

FOR THE ESTATE OF FREDERK 
ABRAMS, AND CAROLYN ABRAI 
INDIVIDUALLY 

SOORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

, 

ent in the 

ig plaintiffs’ 

n thereto, 

ms against 

lout costs. 

’RATR IX 
: J. 
j, 

5 
c)”cccz 



P 1 ainti ff( s) , 
-against- : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO., d., MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubb 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositil 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clair 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and t 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP St? 17 ~ O ~ ~ Y N C H  DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 

By: 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th F 
New York, New York 1 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

Rubber 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., 4. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubb 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clair 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and tl 

same are hereby dismissed with preju 

Dated: New York. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: By. .< 3~'; 4 
Atti Burshtyn, Esq. - Daniel Gaggrdi, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: ? /  

I 

Rubber 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 107006/02 & 
11801 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye2 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLl 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company an 

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 again: 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same ar 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadwav 264 West 40th Street 
New York, Niw York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

,""* ' 

SO ORDERED: 
,, 

E - -  
I s ,  



-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS C 
Successor-by-merger to BUF 

Defendants. 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla 

CLEAVER BRO 

without costs. 

Tel.: (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: 

JUNE R. CLARK, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS H. CLARK, AND JUNE R. CLARK, 
I NDlVl DUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 112677-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgn 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi 

somplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cla 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

tnt in the 

2 plaintiffs 

t hlereto, 

i s  againsl 

,ut costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONG WEITZ & LUXE 
3UNST & DOUKAS, 
4ttorneys for Defendant, JUNE R. CLARK, 
<ohler Co. REPRESENTATI 
1221 Avenue of the 
Vew York, New Yor INDIVIDUALLY 

SO ORDERED: 



'r 
r r  

Hoagland. Longo, 
Moran. Dunst 
& Doukas, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
New York. NY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARJORIE RUMSEY. AS ADMINISTRATRIX 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-120647 

NO OPPOSITION 
FOR THE ESTATE OF GERALD RUMSEY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judg en 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi g 1 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositi n tl 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit OL 

DATEDh L1-t3 New York, New York i 
in the 

aintiffs' 

reto, 

rgainsl 

costs. 

sEp 17 2013 Estate of GERALD RUMSEY 
700 Broadway 1501 Broadway, 21st Floor 

New York, New York 10036 COUNTy CLERKS O F ~ y o r k '  NY 'Ooo3 

SO ORDERED: 



, I 

_. 

Hoagland, Longo, 
Moran. Dunst 
& Doukas, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
N e w  York, NY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOYCE THOMASON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ERNEST THOMASON 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-111219 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEh 
MOTION AND ORDEI 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgi 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismiss 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl; 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

DATED:b-rl-ljNew York, New York 

E%% 
CARL FIGUEROA, @Sd/ 
HOAGLAND, L O N ~ O ,  
DUNST & DOUKAS, L 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1501 Broadway, 21st Floor SEp 17 2013 
New York, New York 10036 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
JOYCE THOMASON, As Administi 
Estate of ERNEST THOMASON 
700 Broadway 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ent in the 

ig plaintiffs 

n thereto, 

ms agains 

lout costs. 

trixl for the 

-.."-.- 



Hoagland, Longo. 
Moran, Dunst 
8, Doukas. LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
219 Fioor 
New York. NY 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 1 13842-06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
MOTION AND ORDl 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE A DEPIOLA, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary jud 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismi: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppos 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ( 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and c 

HOAGLAND, LONG 
DUNST & DOUKAS, 

Ko h le r Co . 
1501 Broadway, 21st Fioor SEP 17 2013 
New York, New York 10036 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK so ORDERED: 

'? I '  ' i iri 

T 
! 

nent in thc 

ing plaintiffs 

m thereto, 

iim$ agains 

:hout costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Hoagland, Longo, 
Moran. Dunst 
8, Doukas. LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
New York, NY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CONNIE CURTIS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF SALLY LAROSE 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190071/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary juds 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross c 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and v\ 

DATED:’%AIJ3 New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

Estate of SALLY LAROSE 
Attorneys for Defendant, s ~ p  17 2013 CONNIE CURTIS, as Administratr 
Kohler Co. 
1501 Broadway, 21st Floor 
New York, New York @€jm~Y CLERKS 

SO ORDERED: 
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lout costs. 
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Hoagland, Longo, 
Moran. Dunst 
& Doukas. LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
New York, NY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BETTINA CAIOLA, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF BENNY CAIOLA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 

.A.S. Part 30 
Heitler, J.) 

NDEX NO.: 190270/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEI 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., nereby requests summary judg 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross Cli 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and W I  

DATED:7-k?jNew York, New York 

/- 

ElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
to rneys for Plain tiff (s), 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1501 Broadway, 21st Floor SEP 17 2013 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

TINA CAIOLA, 8s Administratr 
te of BENNY CAIOLA 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE c- 
\ I I Y A /  vnnw 

SO ORDERED: 

i v c v v  iwnn 
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lout costs. 

: for the 

_ x -  



Hoagland. Longo, 
Moran, Dunst 
& Doukas, LLP 
Attorneys at Law 

1501 Broadway 
21 st Floor 
New York, NY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 99-105465 

VALENTE TENORE, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et ai.. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDEF 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgr 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cla 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wil 

DATED: 

HOAGLAND,  LON^ 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LL 
Attorneys for Defendant Valente Tenore 
Kohier Co. 
1501 Broadway, 21st Floor st, 17 2013 
New York, New York 10036 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

New York, NY 

SO ORDERED: 
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mt in the 

J plaintiffs 

I thereto, 

i s  againsi 

3ut costs. 

ha / ,  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-102357 

EDWARD CALLENDER 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDEF 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgr 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissi 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositic 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cla 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are he 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, EDWARD CALLENDER 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway, New York, NY IOOC 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 4200 
New York, New York 10020 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

n t  in the 

2 plaintiffs' 

I thereto, 

IS against 

3ut costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD CALLENDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-127888 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY J U DGM E I 
MOTION AND ORDE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judg 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl; 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and WI 

DATED: New York, New York 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
.<oh le r Co . 

EDWARD CALLENDER 
700 Broadway, New York, NY 1OOl 

1221 Avenue 4200 
Vew York, Ne 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

m t  in the 

g plaintiffs 

1 thereto, 

ns againsl 

out costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY R. CROW, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MILTON F. CROW, AND MARY 
R. CROW, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1883107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEh 
MOTION AND ORDEI 

hereby requests summary judgi 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiss 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ck 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
1221 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 4200 
New York, New York 10020 

MARY R. CROW, AS EXECUTRIX 
ESTATE OF MILTON F. CROW, A 
R. CROW, INDIVIDUALLY, 
700 Broadway, New York, NY 100( 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW Y ORK 

mt in the 

J pilaintiffs' 

I thereto, 

IS against 

3ut costs. 

OR THE 
3 MARY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF dEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105718/02 
This Document Relates to: 

LYLE V. MOSSOW 
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
~ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice and 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defer 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 
g/’k?//? ,2013 

k4E4z-Q c.0 
old%d ?-(I, 

VdEITZ 5% LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lyle V. Mossow 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

2383-2554211 

{N0232207-I} 



. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190344/12 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

ALFRED ORIOLI, 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment ii 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant, Falk Corporation with prejudice, and there being no oppo! 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant, Falk Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

costs. 

NTY CLERK'S OF 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2013 

Chris Romanelli, Esq. Jam'ce B. Cooper, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Falk Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alfred Orioli 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
3 ,  

875-0100 

(N0228530-l } 
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on 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONNA MOLNAR, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN POMEROY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190354/11, 11 1040/98, 
113705/95, 114569/95 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmei 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plain1 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporaiton with prejudice and there being no oppos 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenc 

ismissed with prejudice 

.\ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of John Pomeroy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 I 

and without cost 

(212) 558-5500 09-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
H 

1235-15418 

(N0223785-1} 

in 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

_-______- - --_-__I .____ 

ASBESTOS 1.ITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONNA MOLNAR, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN POMEROY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190354/11, 11 1040/98, 
113705/95, 114569/95 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant. Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby req' 

summary judgment in the above entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 2 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant. Columbia Boiler Conipany of Pottstown 

prejudice and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross claims against defen 

Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejt 

and without costs. 

SEP 17 2013 York 
fin. 7 

1 L " l e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of John Pomeroy 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

New York, New York 10003 York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2572-0069 

(N0223773-1,' 

:sts 

12. 

rithi 

mt, 

ice 
l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 190045/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD VOETSCH 
/ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgn 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismisi 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this act 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. m.1 

Dated: N e q h r k ,  Naw York 

”\ y-. - 

Harold Voetsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 ĉ  3455 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD VOETSCH 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190045/11, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests sum 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules fj 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs’ conplaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill 

and without costs. 

e same are hereby dismissed with preji 

Dated: New o k,Ne York 4 1 a \ \ , 2 0 1 3  
skp 17 2Ol3 

 COUNT^ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Wh / 
Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harold Voetsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

96 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH HERMAN and FRED HERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ABEX CORPORATION, W a  American Brake 
Shoe Company, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
won. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190218/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in t: 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintifl 

complaint against defendant, TACO, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there being I 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agak 
iL 

defendant, TACO, INC., be and t 

Dated: White Plains, New 

by dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Attorney for Defendant 
TACO, INC. 
ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 

Attorney for Plaintifs 
ELIZABETH HERMAN AND FRED HERMAN 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 3rd Avenue, 1 l* F1. 

(914) 949-2909 

SO ORDERED, 
-~ 

{S0003233.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I 

This document relates to: 

JANEED KAHN, I 

Index No.: 190512/2012 
I 

I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff, 

-against- : ORDER 
I 

3M COMPANY, et al. 
I I 
I 
I 
I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, SARGENT & LUNDY, LLC, hereby requests s m  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismis: 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, SARGENT & LLJNDY, LLC, with prejudice in 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant, SARGENT & LUNDY, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejuc 

and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
May 8,2013 

SARGENT & LUNDY, LLC 
ECKERT SEAMANS CHEIUN & ~ L L O T T ,  LLC 
10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, New York 10606 New York, NY 10036 
(9 14) 949-2909 

SO ORDERED, 

{VO 1 1362 1.1) 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/28/13 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

________--..-__-----____________________.------~-~~~~~~-~-~..------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES TEMPIO 

i INDEXNO. 
1 11 1679/08 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMi 
i JUDGMENT MOTION A? 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practic 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidatx 

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-c 

against defendant Consolidated Edison 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

rk, Inc., be and the same a 

D rk, New York 

w$'dr4 
n 

R I C H A R ~  BABINECZ, E 
Attorney or efendant 
Consolidated Edison Companj 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

New York, NY 10003 

Our File No 
S-4103-08 

New York, NY 10003-3598 
-_ - 

SO ORDERED: 

. . ,' 
I .  I 

: , _, .-I 

RY 
1 

[nc, 

Law 

I Edison 

iimis 

: hereby 

Q- 

if New 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
7/19/13 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo1 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Praci 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consoli& 

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 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-9238-95 

e Y  
ID 

I 

, Inc. 

:e Law 

:d Edison 

I 

laims 

re hereby 

L L  

SQ. 

of New 



, 
r 1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ............................................................... 

MARGARET J. MCRAE, Individually and as : Index No. 127574102 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM J. 
MCRAE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.C. AND S., INC., 4. 

Defendants. 

X ............................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

lll 

Dated: New York, New York 

,er 

3FFICE 



SUPREME COLJRT 01’ THE STAT11 01; NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYC’AL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, .I.) 

; Index No.: 12 
11 

I_-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN CLIFFORD AND JOAN CLIFFORD j 

91 3/97, 10523Y98, 
06 1 /98 

j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgrr 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice T,aw and Rules 3 3212, dismis: 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this acti 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OJtDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be 

wi tliout costs. 

by dismissed with prejudice i 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York SEP 17 2013 
,2013 

.. 
/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
CLIFFORD, JOHN Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGJVNEY 8~ KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

22 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LINTON DORFMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190214/13 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, H.H. ROBERTSON COMPANY, hereby requests si 

judgment in the above entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dis 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, H.H. ROBERTSON COMPANY, with prejudicc 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

defendant, H.H. ROBERTSON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismiss€ 

prejudice and without costs. 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attornev for Defendant 

Linton Dorfman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H.H. ROBERTSON COMPANY 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

w 
ing 

his 

nst 

ith 

001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY [ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105718/02 
This Document Relates to: 

LYLE V. MOSSOW 
j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby req 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 2 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

prejudice and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preji 

and without costs. 

SEP 17 a13 
Dated: New York, New York 

P /  ? / I 3  ,2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE NEW YORK -. 

127 t o \  
WEITZ 6 

--- 
Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. n d  + l t . l  

Z LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lyle V. Mossow 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6723Y 

(N0232210-1) 

&si 

12, 

Jith 

lice 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105718/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LYLE V. MOSSOW 
j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgn 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice and there being no opposi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenc 

Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without COS 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lyle V. Mossow 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-13713 

iN0232193-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LYLE V. MOSSOW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105718/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgme 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice and there being no oppo~ 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen 

Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New Yor 
8/ Y/l+ ,2013 

SEP 17 2013 

OUNTY CLERKS OF 
NFW YORK 

P l *  &,\ F m I L  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lyle V. Mossow Treadwell Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-13148 

(N0232204-l } 

in 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
7/12/13 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - - - - -_ -_____- - -_________________________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Our File No 
S-4 187-97 

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH K. PIECZONKA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO. 
101498/97 and 118155/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMIV 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WEICEFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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. 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I ,  m.3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . e  ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEP 17 2013 Consolidated Edison Compar 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE4 Irving Place 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

LRY 
D 

Inc . 

: Law 

d Edison 

:aims 

.e hereby 

3Q. 

of New 



TMc :CC(jpk) 
7/19/13 

HARRY TYNAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO. 
102033/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMPI, 
JUDGMENT MOTION A 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yor 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolida 

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- 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice an 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

' 7 3 Q 3  SEP 17 2013 

COUNTY CLERKS OF 
NEW YORK 

W I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Compar 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5247-0 1 

RY 
3 

Inc. 

Law 

i Edison 

aias 

e hereby 

IQ. 

of New 

1 



NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 190187-12 

case, pursuant to Civil I%&c Law and Rulcs Scdicln 321 2, d i s ~ i s ~ i ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ a i ~ t i ~ s '  compla 

thereta, 

~ ~ I I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  that upon notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross clainis agai 

ct c fendan t h4 ANN IN C 3 O N  N 

and without costs. 

smic arc hereby dismissed with p r + I  



111 

Jncles Yo: 1900.13- I2 

S, INC. by i ts  attome) 

case, pursuant to Civil Prizcticc Law and fxules Section 321 2. ~ i ~ n ~ i ~ ~ i n ~  p l a i ~ i ~ i ~ ~ s .  cotiiplai 

thcreto. 

Attorneys fbr Defendant, 

S O  ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190048/12 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GEORGE CARLEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beir 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a 

missed with prejudice and without Defendant, Wed-McLain be and th 

to either party. ~ f 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SEGAL MZAMBR 
SPITZER, P.A. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 267-3091 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

nst 

,sts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS P. CALLANAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190038/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there heir 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t 

to either party. 

smissed with prejudice and without 

,/ ) Newyork,NewYo 
n 

&*komanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
‘ 4  Hon. S h W l e T 6  Heitler ’ j  

tho 

;ing 

no 

inst 

osts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190245/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HAROLD MATEJOVIC, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOFW, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beir 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and 

to either party. 

ismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Wei I -McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
-" " 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

in@ 

no 

inst 

jsts 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113258/01 
In Rc: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALLEN NADBORNEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ir 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag; 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are herebv dismissed with ureiudice and without c 

to either party. 

Dated: 0 4 , 2013 SEP 17 2013 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wei I-Mc1,ain 
8 5 0  Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
.~- - 

SO ORDERED, 

,he 

ng 
no 

nst 

sts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

Index No.: 106351/05 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTE ROSINI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beii 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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, 

the 

;ing 

nO 

inst 

,St% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190287/09 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN F. VENTURINI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN’I 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disn 

plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bei 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims s 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and th 

to either party. 

missed with prejudice and withou 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

the 

sing 

nQ 

iinst 

OStS 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 8879198 

721406/11 

STEVEN ALBERT GERI-IARDT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi: 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein1 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the s 

to either party. 

ssed with prejudice and without 1 

, 2013 SEP 17 2013 

NE 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Wei I-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

nst 

,sts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ............................................................. 

X ............................................................. 
This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190476- 1 I 

WILLIAM MOORE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attor 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-en 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' com] 

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no oppo 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a1 

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, 

and without costs. 

Dated: $/ I A ,2013 

are hereby dismissed with prej 

SEp 17 2013 

New York, New York C O U ~ ~ ~  
N 

Danny R. Kraft, Jr., Esq/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Y 10005 
r Defendant, Mannington Mills 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler \ j 

F 

:YS, 

tled 

aint 

.ion 

inst 

lice 

- 

nc . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190161/13 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WAYNE BRYANT, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi: 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beini 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are h 

to either party. 

prejudice and without 

17 2013 

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 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

nst 

,sts 



, 

-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant B W/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the ab01 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs compla 

against Defendant B W/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defenda 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

crhcr ‘ 3 ,  zs‘-3 SEP 17 2~13 

- 
Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, New York 10022 ” ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

:- 

lt 

.. . .  

. .  



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

A.O. SWlITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Index No.: 190006/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the abo. 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs compla 

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 Defend2 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereb 

Dated: New York, New York 

issed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

RIDGE SINGER & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

e 

. ., 

. .  

. e. . .  
. .  * . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, Individually and as 
the Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH 
GANISIN, 

Plain1 ffs, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 103796-04 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY. be and the same are hereby, dismissed 
Y 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

0 

Attorneys for Plaint 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 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 

FRANCIS J. SMITH, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 118280-03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without eo 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y CLERK'S 0 
NEW YO% atrina H. Murphy, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COWKT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LI'TIGATION 

BRUNA MAZZELLA, Individually and 
NANCY A. MAZZELLA as Administratrix for the 
Estate of ANTHONY R. MAZZELLA, 

X .................................................................. 

X .................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190040/08 

NO OPPOSI'I'ION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN1' 

PACCAR INC., et al., 
Hon. Sherry Klein I-leitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETEW 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCAR") hereby requcsts Sumniary Judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' coiiip 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defeii 

PACCAR be and the same are her dice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDCJE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

.. . 

SO ORDERED, 

t 

t '  



NANCY A. MAZZELLA as Administratrix for the 
Estate of ANTHONY R. MAZZELLA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

CUMMINS INC., et al., 
x 

De fendan ts . 
I_.--_.- --...-.----_.----__-__--.-”-.--.------.~.~-~-------~--.---.----~-----~-------~----~--~--..--....-. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., (incorrectly named as CUMMINS ENGO 

COMPANY, INC.) (hereinafter “CUMMINS”), hereby requests suininary judgment in the ab01 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3.21 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ coinpla 

against Defendant CUMMINS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claiins agai; 

Defendant CUMMINS be and the sa 

either pai-ty. 

d, with prejudice, and without costs 

SEP 17 2653 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs & MAHONEY, L T ~ /  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CUMMINS INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 . 

(212) 558-5500 York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 13282189 

WILLIAM ZACHMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein: 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a@ 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t 

to either party. 

ismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: qe ,2013 SEP 17' 2313 
New York, New York i 

., 

UXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

the 

ling 

no 

inst 

3sts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 119387/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN BUHYOFF, 
P1 ainti ff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment i 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein: 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a@ 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

to either party. 

"!%P 17 2013 
Dated: 1 4 

New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
_(. .-- .- (212) 651-7 / 

n Heitler 

< I  

the 

,in@ 

nc 

inst 

xts  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MCMURRAY, ROB as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 1 52 14-03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLE 

with prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are hereby, dismissed 

Dated: New York. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 17 2013 
TY C L E R ~  ../< 

NEWYO K 
Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES SALERNO, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 6466-03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintips complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: New York. New York 

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, __ 

Hon. 

p 4  I 

eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN S. ROBINSON, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 114680-03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN’I 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER C 

with prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are hereby, dismissed 

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER 8~ MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Plaint 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 117445-03 

JAMES SANTACROCE SR, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENl 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed - 

with prejudice and without costs. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS DOHERTY, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122138-01 
102763-02 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New YQrk, New York 

NEW 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaint 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105465/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VALENTE TENORE, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi! 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there beinl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all d cross claims ag - 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby 

to either party. 

Dated: 

dice and without 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
00 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

ing 

no 

inst 

,sts 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HAROLD VOETSCH, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190045/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismj 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ai 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be an 

to either party. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: ,2013 
New ork, 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 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

the 

;ing 

na 

inst 

DSt$ 

~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL N. RABIDEAU, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102948/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismiss1 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

dismissed with prejudice and without cc Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same 

to either party. 

(-J@ Dated: kUGY37- jf!? 
New York, New York 

$5 
qNEvJ cqc )  Q+J!jf22 v. 

Jennifer L. qudner, Esq. ,/ y-' 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & IMAHONEY, LTD. 

- 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190028/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARSHALL TYSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAlN hereby requests Summary Judgment in t 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi, 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agair 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be a 

to either party. 

Dated: & ~ ~ , ~ ~  /L , 
dismissed with prejudice and without co: 

Jennidr L. budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 WeiI-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 . ,  

.I 0022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 103009/08 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD SKELTON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in 1 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party. 

issed with prejudice and without co 

SEP 17 2613 
Dated: /f.;u.sr H ,2013 

N -Y+ York 

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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN G. CUNDY, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 115209-09 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN? 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

TY CLER- 

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

NEW YQRK - 

'D. 

em K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

HAROLD VOETSCH, Index No. 190045/11 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATIONy et al., 
including ROPER PUMP COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Roper Pump Company (hereinafter “Roper”), hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Roper with prejudice, and there being no oppositil 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend 

Roper be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- -  
Dated: New York, New York sEP 17 z:yj July 24,20 13 

Patti hurshtyn, Esq. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Harold Voetsch 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

‘% 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

_ _  
GAYLE C. CALLEGARI and ROBERT CALLEGARI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190 152/20 12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. (hereinafter “Sears”) hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Sears with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend 

Sears be and the same are hereby di and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2013 
July 24,20 13 

U NTY CLERK’S 
NEW YOR 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

M ~ A B Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Gayle C. Callegari, et a1 Sears, Roebuck and Co. 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 

INRE NEW YOFK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS COWHEY 

Index No. 190029-1 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositior 

thereto, 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SEP 17 2013 

Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Thomas Cowhey, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
".. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COUKT O F  TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJ< 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS I ,ITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitier, S.) 

_-  
THOMAS FERRELL 3R. AND SlIERRY FERKELL, Index No. 190 1 17/20 I 3  

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSlTION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

AMCI-IEM PRODUC’I‘S, INC., ET AL., including, 
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, NC., 

Defendant(s). 
._ 

WHEREFORE, defciidant Superior Boiler Works, Inc. (hereinafter “Superior Boiler”) hereby 

request summary judgtnent hi the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12. dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Superior Boiler with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Superior Boiler be and the same are hereby and without costs. 

’ WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, I’C MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
Allarrieys,for Plainrijis Afionieys. for Dcfendmr 
TJiomns Fewell, et ai. I.& Boiler Works, h c .  
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK A. GREIS SR. 

Index No. 190368-09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims againsl 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be 

costs. 

by dismissed with prejudice and withc 

New Y rk, New YorkSEp 17 2913 d, Dated: 

c---..)/Eb.""' s--- 

JohnE. 1 ond, Esq. 
WEITW~ LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
Frederick A. Greis Sr., et al. 
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 

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 
(Hei tler, J .) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 126168193,1261’ 

WILLIAM P. BIENZ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agair 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
X!P: ,2013 

cx/?/2 r, 
John Edichrnond, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William P. Bienz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, uasea: 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X Index No. 190149-13 
BERNARD TARPEY and JOAN L. TARPEY 

Plaintiff( s), 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodnch Corn 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La\; 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODE 

CORPORATION, s/Wa B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no oppo: 

thereto, 

E ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims a 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP 
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORA' 

, WISE, HEHER i 

(609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 

r 

)any, 

' and 

ICH 

ition 

iinst 

: and 

[ON 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plain tiffs, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AERCO INTERNATIONALI INC., 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFOREI Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 

successor to Sarco Company (hereinafter “SPIRAX SARCO, INC.) hereb) 
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, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway iRAX SARCO, INC. 
New York, New York 10003 sk? l7 
(21 2) 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: 

LUIGI CERRETA AND KAREN CERRETA, 
HIS WIFE 

Plaintiff(s), 

-vs- 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al 
Defendant(s) 

Index No. 107024/08 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER FOR WASHINGTON 
GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC 
FORMERLY KNOWN AS 
RAYTHEON ENGINEERS & 
CONSTRUCTORS, INC. ONLY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Washington Group International, Inc., formerly known as Raythec 

Engineers & Constructors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled action, pursi 

to Civil Practice Law and rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Washingto 

Group International, Inc., formerly known as Raytheon Engineers & Constructors, Inc., with prejudicc 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against, 

Washington Group International, Inc., formerly known as Raytheon Engineers & Constructors, Inc., I; 

and the same are hereby dismissed out costs. 

m E M a r c u s ,  Esq. 
h4ACmNZIE HUGHES LLP COUNTY CLEF‘’ Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
101 South Salina Street 

NEW YORK Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
110 Williams St.26* Floor 

Syracuse, NY 13202 New York, NY 1003 8 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JEAN DONNAY, IndexNo. 1901 18/13 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 321 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being no opposit 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenc 

Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 24,20 13 SE? 17 2013 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jean Donnay 

k, New Y ork 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(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: 

FRANK D. ESPOSITO, 

X ......................................................... 

X ......................................................... 

. NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- . Index No(s).: 190212/13 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ......................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant Crane Co., with respect to named defendants Crane 

Crane Co., Individually and as Successor to Pacific Valves, (an unincorporated product li 

MCC Holdings, Inc. identified incorrectly as a subsidiary of Crane Co.), and Weinman Pur 

Supply Co. (an unincorporated trade name of Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc., sued here 

Weinman Pump & Supply Co.) (hereinafter “Crane Co.”), hereby requests summary judgmc 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there bein: 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ndants, all claims and cross claims ag 

, dismissed with prejudice and without c defendant CRANE CO. be, an 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

o., 

of 

& 

as 

in 

1% 

no 

nst 

ts. 

\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN and SILJA 
S AVOLAINEN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- ' Index No(s).: 119379-00 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 
X ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there bein 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

dismissed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 

without c 

- 

the 

ing 

no 

l 

nst 

its. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Inte 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. , as Successor in Intel 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opp 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REAL 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

800 31d Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as 
Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REA 

oFF\GE& CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
ater Street - 16" Floor 

York, NY 10038 

ile No.: TRTOOOlOJAE 

SO ORDERED, 

to 

the 

8's 

to 

ion 

inst 

& 

.S . 

- 

3 .  

I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. , as Successor in Intere 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. , hereby requests summary judgment ii 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. , as Successor in Intere! 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no oppo! 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag 

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REAL'I 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c( 

& McMANUS, ES( 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REAL' New York, NY 10022 SEP 17 2013 
ONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

I to 
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Our File No.: 30221 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASEBSTOS LITIGATION 
- -x 

: 

Plaintiff, : Index No. 1 15807/05 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
JEREMIAH O’SHEA AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF TIMOTHY O’SHEA, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION SUM 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., ET AL, : JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : ANDORDER 

-X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - = - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Simpson Timber Company, also improperly irr 

“Simpson Investment Company”, and its past and present parents, affiliates, and subs 

its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Simp 

Company”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defenda 

Timber Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-cla 

defendant, Simpson Timber Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr 

without costs. 

Signed by Defendant: %&+J- 13 ,2013 
Signed by PlaintifE ,2013 

B0RZ3WSKk~ 6L BOROYfSiiY, L i  
59 Avenue at the Common, Suites 1 360 Lexington Avenue, 20 

New York, NY 100 17 Shrewsbuw. NJ 07702 
Tel.: 732-212-9400 

732-2 12-9445 17 Tel.: 212-986-2233 
Fax: 212-986-2255 
Atbmeys for Plaintiff, 
Jeremiah G’ Shea as E X ~ C @ ~ N T ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  New York, NY 10005-38 17 
of Estate of’ Timothy O’Shea 

all Street, 1 lth Floor 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Simpson Timber Company 

SO ORDERED, 

a . 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER, J.S.C. 

[ARY 
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n Timber 

the Civil 

, Simpson 

is against 

udice and 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cytec Engineered Materials Inc., improperly sued herein 

Cytec Engineered Materials Inc. flWa Fiberite Corporation a/Ma IC1 Composites, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Cytec Engineered Materials Inc., 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Engineered Materials Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

In Re: New York County 
Asbestos Litigation 

as 

hereby 

Rules 

with 

Cytec 

costs. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190131/2013 

ROBERT TEAGUE, I 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CY'IBG MtilBE~REP) MATERIALS INZ. fWa 
Fiberite Corporation a/Ma IC1 Composites, Inc., et al., 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ED: Buffalo, lu ew Y ork DATED: New York, New York 

August 19, ,2013 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HERMAN BRESSEL and FRANCOISE BRESSEL, 
X .......................................................................... 

Index No.: 190046-1 3 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - SUMMARY 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, 
INC., Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et at., 

Defendants. 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFOREl Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

“ELECTROLUX”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for P lai ctiffXOUNTY CLERK 
700 Broadway NEW ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, 
New York, New York 10003 individually and as Successor to Tap1 
(212) 681-1576 and Copes-Vulcan 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-606 

s for Defendant 

So Ordered: .s.c. 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YON< 

I 
ROBERT DEAN BEXCE aiid SI-IARON BENCE 

No Opposition Summary 
Plaintiffs, Judgment Motion and Ord 

V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. Index No. 190502/20:12 

Defendants 

WIIEWFORE, the Defendant, Victor Technologies International, Inc., hereby 

requcsts suinnmry judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law an 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Robert Dean Beiice and Sharon Bence's 

Coinplaint against defendant, Victor Technologies International, Inc., with prejudice, an( 

there being no opposition thereto; it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant, Victor Technologies International, Inc., be and Ilie same are hereby 

disiiiissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. - 

Dated : Buffalo, New York 
March 29,2013 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ...................................................................... 
: 

X ...................................................................... 
This Document Relates To: 

WAYNE R. BRYANT and SHANNON BRYANT, : Index No.: 190161/13 

Plaintiffs , 
- against - 

ABBY INC. and : NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

: ORDER Defendants. 

X ...................................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its attorn 

Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entiitled ci 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' compl; 

against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. with prejudice, and there be 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL. INC. be and the same are hereby dismis 

with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

S BEACH PLLC 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

S 

' Y  It 

g 

;t 

d 

- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ...................................................................... 
: 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM WHELAN and ANN WHELAN, : Index No.: 190055/13 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. and : NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR' 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its attornc 

Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled ca 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' campla 

against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. with prejudice, and there b e  

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEREIL, that upon notice to ali co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, €NC. be and the same are hereby dismisr 

with prejudice and without costs. 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y O R K & ~ S . Q ? ~ $  

William T. Miedel, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 
/ Armstrong International, Inc. 

100 Wall Street, 23'd Floor 
w York, NY 10005 

L l  llcdler, J.S.C. r -  
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'Y  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ........................................................................ 

X ........................................................................ 

This document relates to: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, 
individually, 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 112375-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 
MOTION AND ORDEl 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corpors 

incorrectly sued herein as “PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION, individually and as success( 

interest to ABEX CORPORATION,” (herginafter “Abex”), hereby requests summary judgm 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin 

Plaintiff‘s complaint against Abex, with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

THACKSTON 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 to Abex Corporation 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE YOUNG LLP 
NEW YORKAttorneys for Defendant, 

Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in intere 

90 Broad Street, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

in 



NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190391/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporation 

incorrectly sued herein as “PNEUMO ABEX COW. ,” (hereinafter “Abex”) requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Abex, be and the same are hereby’dismissed 

Dated: New York New York 
q - 1 3  , ,2013 

‘ ce and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite T-207 
Great River, NY 11739 
(212) 267-3700 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest 
to Abex Corporation 
90 Broad Street, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 981-4501 



This Document Relates To: 

Thomas Houston and Ellen Houston 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1901 19/2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant GIAMBOI 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 GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC., with prejudic 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC., 

and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New York, New York s ~ p  17 2013 
-u~~y / y  Zor3 CLERK'S OFFICE 

THE LANIER LAW FIRM PLLC 

126 East 5tith Street 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 267-3091 

GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

--.(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5533 50/ 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

................................................................... 

X ................................................................... 

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMM 
JUDGMENT MOTION AT 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190366/2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC., hereby requests summi 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321: 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC., with pre 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Daniel S. Moretti 
Attorneys for Defendant 
GIAMBOI BROTHERS, INC. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

/-' (2 12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

. : : ODMAiPCMXSlDOCSNY/5 524831 1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES w. ELMORE AND HELEN ELMORE 
Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190056/20 10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORD R 

WHEREFORE, defendant Elliott Company, incorrectly named in the complaint as El 

Turbomachinery Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled c 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint ag: 

defendant Elliott Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag: 

defendant Elliott Company, incorrectly named in the complaint as Elliott Turbomachinery 

Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ktY,* 2 /  ,2013 n 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10QfjQuNTY CLERKS WlF d Avenue 
700 Broadway 

Phone: (212) 558-5500 
Fax: (212) 344-5461 

Brady S. Edwards, Esq. 

Attorne s for Elliott Co. 
SEP 17 2013 Morgan Lewis & Bockius LLP 

NEW YORKNew York, NY 10178-0060 
Phone: (2 12) 309-6000 

SO ORDERED, 



- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: 

ERROL SILVERBERG, as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate of HARRY SILVERBERG, and ERROL : 
SILVERBERG, as Proposed Personal Representative : 
For the Estate of ROSLYN SILVERBERG, 

X ........................................................................ 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index Nos. 121099-01/108 

NO OPPOSITION 
MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporat: 

s/h/a “PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION, individually and as successor in interest to ABEX 

CORPORATION,” (hereinafter “Abex”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-ent 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint 

against Abex, with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed with p 

700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC, 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Successor in Interest to Abex Corporatioi 
90 Broad Street, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

3 7. 

n, 

.ed 

02 



. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ........................................................................ 

This document relates to: 

MARIE SCHWENKER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of ROBERT SCHWENKER, 

: 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190431-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMElf 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporat 

(hereinafter “Abex”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Abex, wi 

prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed with prejud 

U Sara Murphy, fisq. 
Smith Abbot, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest 
to Abex Corporation New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 
w York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 



7104-752 (11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE ST, 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TE OF JEW ‘ORK 

I 

; NYCAL 
I MARIE SCHWENKER, Individually and as 

Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
SCHWENKER 

; INDEX NO.: 190431-12 

I 

; NO OPPOSITION TO SUMMAF 
Plaintiffs ; JUDGMENT MOTION AND OW 

-against- I I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
et al. I 

I 

Defendants I I 
I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Motion Control Industries, Inc. (sued herein as Motioi 

Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in interest to Carlisle Corporation) (“Motioi 

Control”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLI 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims agains 

Motion Control be and the same are her 

Dated: July 10,2013 

udice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

B 

LUXENBERG HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 FiRh Avenue, 59* Floor 
NewYork,NY 10118 

2 12-5 5 8 -5500 2 12-268-5 1 36 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED: 

23 16895-1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ........................................................................ 

This document relates to: 

JOHN J. COTTER and MARGIE COTTER, 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190393-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEI 
MOTION AND ORDEl 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment ix 

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 

Dated: g / /  , ,2013 
New Y rk. New York 

ith prejudice and without costs 

Benjamin barche, Esq. Sara Murphy, &s/, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Smith Abbot, L.Lp. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, qfh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 , New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

he 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

......................................................................... X Index Nos. 1 15239-00 

X ......................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 108386-00 

Frank A. Sgro 
(Deceased) NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X ......................................................................... 

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 co: 

Dated: New York, New York 

Michael Fanelli 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

d Street, 9th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 897-9655 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 120391/01, 104275/02, 

RALPH SALZANO and MARGARET SALZANO, 1 190173/09 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

Plaintiffs, I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
I 
I 
I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the ah 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco , Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theret 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wil 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June 20,2013 

SEP 17 2093 

YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Ralph Salzano and Margaret Salzano 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York. New York 10004 
(646) 589-8703 

. < =l 

SO ORDERED, 
Y I M /  

7e- 

P S  

1st 

)Ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

AS BE S TO S LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 1901 17/2013 
I 

{ NO OPPOSITION 

THOMAS FERRELL, JR. and SHERRY 
I 

FERRELL, I 

Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- 
I 
I 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC. et ai., I I 
I 
I 

Defendants. I 
I 

WHEREFOREy defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June 21,2013 

Thomas Ferrell, Jr. and Sherry Ferrell 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(646) 589-8703 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

e- 

's 

st 

It 



WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, 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 ssed with prejudice and without ci 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 17 2013 
June a, 20 13 

NEW 

Michael Fanelli 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Parnell Thackston & Young LI 
oad Street, 9th Floor 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 897-9655 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105708/2006 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 

JOSEPH RODIE, 
I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al, ; 
Defendants. I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the ab 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plainti1 

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 agai 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withc 

costs. 

COUNTY CLERK' 

HAWKINS PARNELL THAIASTON & YOUNG LLP CEVY PHILLIPS & KO'NIGSBERC~, u r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Tnc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(646) 589-8703 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph Rodie 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 605-6290 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 107006/2002 & 11801 1/2002 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. TESORIERO, I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff, I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
& SUPPLY) et al., 

I I 
I 
I 
I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the ab0 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plainti 

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 aga: 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be 

costs. 

by dismissed with prejudice and with 

Dated: New York, New Yo& 
"NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK b ( ( ?  ,2013 

CKSTON & YOUNG LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Michael D. Tesoriero 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 589-8703 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

e- 

's 

st 

ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

I Index Nos.: 1033 10/2003; 126685/2002 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS R. MERGENHAGEN and I 

KAREN MERGENHAGEN, 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the ab( 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims age 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wid 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York StP 17 2613 7- la ,2013 
UNTY CLERK'S OF 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, lnc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Thomas R. Mergenhagen and Karen Mergenhal 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 589-8703 

SO ORDERED, 

:- 

'S 

st 

It 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No: 1 18400/1998 
I 

! 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MICHAEL PETINELLI and DAVID PETINELLI, 
as Co-Administrators for the Estate of ROMEO A. 
PETTINELLI, and MICHAEL PETINELLI and 
DAVID PETINELLI as Co-Administrators for the 
Estate of BETTY J. PETINELLI, 

I 
I 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., Inc., et al., 
I Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be 

costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and wil 

ON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

re- 

?S 

1st 

ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD L. MIESOWICZ, I 

I 
I 

I Index No.: 1221864999; 107451/2001 

I 
I 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., et al., 

De fendant s . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the ab( 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaht 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ags 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit1 

costs. 

S W  17 21313 Dated: New York, New York 
June 18,2013 

STON & YOUNG LLP 

Oakfabco, Inc. Gerald L. Miesowicz 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 589-8703 

SO ORDERED, 

‘e- 

?S 

1st 

ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
- 1 

cowry OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS T67 
MICHAEL PETMELLI and DAVID PETINELLI, 
as Co-Administrators for the Estate of ROMEO A. 
PETTINELLI, and MICHAEL PETINBLLI and 
DAVID PETINELIJ as Co-Administrators for the 
Estate of BETTY J. PETINELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
I ' (Heitler, J.) 

I 

Index No: 1 18400/1998 
1 
I 
1 
I 
1 

NO OPPOSITf 
S U ~ ~ A R Y  SU 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 
1 
I 
1 
I 
1 

A, C. 6% S., Inc., et al., 
I Defendants, I _ ~ _ _ _ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby reqttests surnnmry judgment in the abc 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc 

ORDERED, that upon notice to aI1 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ags 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., b 

costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and wit1 

HAWKINS PARNELL THACK 'ON Li2 YOUNG LLP WEITZ Lk LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys fox 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i -  (646) 589-8703 (2 12) 558-5500 -----e 

SO ORDERED, 

Plaintiffs 

H O ~ .  bnerry Klein Heitler 

c- 

'S 

st 

ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No,: 122188/99, 109070/00 

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 

NORMAN L. NEWKIRK, I 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

De€endants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a@ 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
St? 17 26:3 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Norman L. Newkirk 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 589-8703 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

‘e- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; NYCAL 
I 
1 I.A.S. Part 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I 

I Index No.: 107006/2002 & 11801 11200 
MICHAEL D. TESORIERO, I 

I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION Plaintiff, 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
& SUPPLY) et al., I 

I 
I 
I 
I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the al: 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theret 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wii 

costs. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

STON & YOUNG LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Michael D. Tesoriero 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

(646) 589-8703 

SO ORDERED, 

ve- 

YS 

nst 

3ut 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 190568/12 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN and MJNERVA 
FERNANDEZ, I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

{ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plain 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be an 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and wii 

SEP 17 2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

July 17,2013 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

TON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Claudius Eastman and Minerva Fernandez 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(646) 589-8703 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

YS 

1st 

)Ut 

\ 
\ 

, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 120388/01; 106275/02 
HARRY J. TYNAN and FRANCES TYNAN, I 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

I 

I 
I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plair 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a$ 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

missed with prejudice and wi 

P WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

I 

{e- 

f S  

1st 

)Ut 
, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 113705795; 190354/11 
DONNA MOLNAR as Administratrix for the Estate I 

of JOHN POMEROY, ; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

-against- I I 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A. C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plai 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thert 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a< 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and dismissed with prejudice and w 

costs. 

HAWKINS PARNELL TUCKSTON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(646) 589-8703 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donna Molnar as Administratrix for the Est 
John Pomeroy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1st 

)Ut 

of 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 0 
{ (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 126682/02, 103891/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JOHN FREEMAN, I 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff, I NO OPPOSITION 
{ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the a1 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plair 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 18,2013 

STON & 'fGul\jC LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Oakfabco, Inc. John Freeman 
90 Broad Street - 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(646) 589-8703 

SO ORDERED, 

;. 

ve- 

' r S  

nst 

,ut 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
-__----I"*_____-_--_I______L____________------------~"--"~--""--""-- X 
MIRIAM LEWIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GAIL M. LEWIS, and MIRIAM LEWIS, Individually, 

Index No.: 190079 11 3 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
Plaintiffs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

-against- 
No Opposition Summary 
Judgment Motion and Order A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendant SLANTRIN COW0 

and without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

Dated: New &pi(- York, 33, New York 1-3 SEP 17 2013 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION hereby requests summa 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321; 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTFIN CORPORATION wit 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

David A. ChandIer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 Conway & Bradley, P.C. 
INEWY 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 619-4444 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JEAN M. DONNAY, 
X ................................................................... 

Index No.: 1901 18-13 

Plaintiffs, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PROD., et al, 
No Opposition Summary 

Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order 
X .................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests swn 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTBIN CORPORATION 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

Defendant SLANTFIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preji 

and without costs. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NE 

y 
NormanJ olub 
Marshall /? onway & Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporatic 

New York, New York 10006 

Patti Burshtyn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 6 19-4444 

Honorables h- 

Y 

2, 

th 

st 

;e 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re New York City Asbestos Litigation (“NYCAL”) 

X ----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
This Document Applies To: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM J. BAYNES JR. and JULIE BAYNES, 
X ----------------------------------------------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No. 190163/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

140 BW LLC, et al., 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. s/hh 

JPMORGAN CHASE & CO., Individually and as successor to Manufacturers Hanovei 

Trust Co. (“CHASE”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuan 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing the plaintiffs’ complaint against tht 

Defendant CHASE with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and cross-claims agains 

the Defendant CHASE be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 25,201 3 



c 

SEEGER WEISS 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
77 Water Street 
New York, New York 10005 

I n a s  i f/~~scenerweiss.coni 
(2 1 2) 5 84-0700 

By: Kevin G. Horbatiuk 
RUSSO & TONER, LLP 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
33 Whitehall Street, 16'h Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

khorbatiukldrussotoner.com 
R&T File No. 840.001 

(2 12) 482-000 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew-K. Heitikr 

http://khorbatiukldrussotoner.com

