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

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

I THIS DOCUMENT RXFERS TO: I 

; Index No.: 121894/98 
I 

P laintiff(s), I 

ROBERT B. KOBLER AND FINN1 G. KOBLER, 
I 
I 
I 

magainst- 

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

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman ,Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New rk, N w York 
7 3  11 2012  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

- ~ttorneys for Plainti& c3 
Robert Burn Kobler and Finni G. Ifdbler 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-23526 

(N0151339-1} 



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

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN MIJLCAHY, ! 107622/06 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 
! A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Lac,, hereby requests surrlrriary judpenl  in 

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

complaint against dcfcndant, KentiIe Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

,2012 

/-4flT- 
Jam B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

are hereby di smi ssed with prejudice and without 
r:* 
c-3 
E, 
3c *+ 
-J -  c n  

.l'- 1-19 

c 

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

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

SO ORDERED, b /  I 

Hon. S h e v X e i n  7 



SUPREME COURT OF TJ3E STATE OF NEW YORK 
' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 190223f 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
S U M M Y  JUDGMENT 

without costs. 
r, a 
$3 
-? 
4 7  

-_ ~-, .  L.3 
" l r  

c > z  I L  'Q 
1.- : ' Y "  

/ y  -< t..jq 
3 ; 1  ' 
C J + Y .  z 

,2012 :;+I " N  

* I  

I 
I 

\ 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Grieve Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Robert N, Wexler and Betsy Wexler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Grieve Corporation, Incorrectly Named as Successor-in- 

Interest to Universal Ovens, hereinafter referred to as The Grieve Corporation, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Grieve Corporation, with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

New York, New York 10004 3 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3182-0002 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN SCHMIDT and HILDEGARD 
SCHMIDT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190067/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, Ne., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed v&h prejudice and 

without costs. 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Martin Schmidt 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Ho&n Heitler 2082-1 31 42 



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

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

Index No.: 114369/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIL?IIN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and 
as Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY 
WILLIAM P L O E C € Z L M ,  NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests s u ~ m a r y  judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 11: 

n 
(7 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York &)! ,2012 

~ ~ ~ - -  v ~~ 

iloeckelmann and Sidney William 

! yr 
J& B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, hc. 
M C G W Y  & KLUGER, P.C. Ploeckelmann 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo&, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 
2082-8910 

I 1  : '  f t  'lop 
. "  . .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
n\r RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION - - - . 

i (Heitler, J.) 
I .  ~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 114369104 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and 
as Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY 
wI[LLIAM P L O E C K E L W ,  NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, U C  W a  Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC €&/a Zum 

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

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

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC EIWa Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the s a n m  are hereby 2 
3 
4 x  e7 dismissed With prejudice and without costs. 

" v -  r p UC L? N 

!zd tH  

A h  
1 

KerrjkAkf  ook, Esq. 





SUPREME COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YQRK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

Index No. 121468iOO 

JOSEPH JR. JONES 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFOREy Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

% Rosario Chetta, Esq. - 

MALAEiY (5z BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintif($ 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 791-0285 A 



_ _  

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.) 

Index No. 190106/08 
X 

DENNIS RUDDELL NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFOm, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

\ 

&-WS 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.. 
Attorneys for Plar'nti$(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

" wa E l  (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 0 7 ' '  * u 3 -  

m 
l--J E a  

r- *e":* 

m-; u1 
A '  1 
UGj; - m 

7 1  so IC111 1 ICILlGl 

Attorneys for WeiI-McLain, L" J 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 c:' 
New York, New York 10038 ?z -!m 

c:J 

AllG 0 62012 





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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, 1.) 

X 

'This Document Relates to: Index NO. 106424-08 

GEORGE L. REEVES NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) 0XU)ER 

X 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
7/ 3" -ad/% 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038-4937 
(212) 558-5500 

e*, n 



PART 30 
ROBERT SP/NA Index No.: 180321-1 I 

Plaintiff, SECOND 
NO OPPQSITtON 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

3M COMPANY, flWa Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing 
Co., COPES-VULCAN, 1NC,et ai,, 

Defendants. 
x --1"--I_-I__cr"_ll--_-------"----1-------r--r---"-II---------r 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC. hereby requests 

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 
VULCAN, fNC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains New York 

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

fiN 27 :2012 

.* . I 
CYNTHIA K, MESSEMER, ESQ:' 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP Y!.-c 2 

- * I  -4 Attorneys for Defendant 

55 Church Street, Suite 211 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6060 

:,, *,:I 

c-> 
*- COPES-VULCAN, INC. ' _ - j  "I ' v - 4  

-1  
t. -1 r r? 

c- 

atrick Timmins, Esq. 
Levy Philllps & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

So Ordered: 



-. 

. . . . . . . . . . .  

PI ai n ti is, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., (Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company), et al 

Defend ants . 
X "_1-___----__-1-11-1_I--e--------------------"--------------------*----- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., (Individually and as 

successor to Sarca Company) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC. 

(Individually and as successor to Sarco Company), with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and &ss c: 
claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC. (Individually and as 5 
successor to Sarco Company), be and th 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
J,UL> lq I 2012 q?& Y 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
We*& & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SPIRAX SARCO, INC. (Individually and 
as successor to Sarco Company) 

. 55-Church Street, Suite 211 . I 

So Ordered: 



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

LUlGl CIGLIANO and FORTUNATA CIGLIANO, 

Plain tiffs , 

x _--111_--__-_--_______r__________ll__ll_-~--~---------------------"-"----- 

Index No.: 190506-1 I 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to SARCO COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

Successor to SARCO COMPANY (hereinafter "SARCO"), hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
R 
0 

4 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i q  and cross 

claims against defendant, SARCO, be and the same are herebydismiSbd w x  g;;; N" 
prejudice and without costs. m >;E 

31 
CYNTHIA K. MESSmER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh & Slater LLP 

SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
successor to Sarco Company 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 91 4-385-6060 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

So Ordered: J.S.C. 



Plain tiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATIONl as 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ___1__1------_____1_l________r__l__ll___------------------"----"-1------ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto. 

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

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby I"'k: 
rsi 
, rl?' 

T% 
1 3 
i.: 

m . -7 * .  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ;.>; '-1 

/:&: E- 0 
ra 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Hodges Walsh & Slater LLP 

ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan 
and Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 91 4-385-6000 
Fax: 91 4-385-6060 

~ Jy;L So Ordered: 



.... . . - 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARION MOULTRIE, 

Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

Index No.: 113756/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

G f ,  I 

Dated: 712s ,2012 
New York, New York 

' WEIT&& LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL MCCAMBFUDGE 
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 

,----- 

SO ORDERED, 



.~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STA’I’E OF NEW YORK 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190046/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X I 
ROBERT KFUZEK 

X 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
7 - 30 -m 2- 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York,New York 10038 * y3 

- 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.. 
Attorneys for Plaint@(s) Attorneys for Wd-McLain, CT 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2: “Icz, 

4 \? - 
0 Y &  r;. v-3 r (212) 558-5500 J212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF T1-LE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
-x 

ASBESTOS UTIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(T-Tekler, J.) 

Index No. 190014/08 
x 

'his Documsilt Ralatezr to; 

FRANK KOFLER NO OSPOSITZON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHERJ5FORl3, Defbndmt Wcil-klcCain, a division of TI% MARLEY COMPANY 
"(Wrtil-McLaIn") 'hereby Rquopta IUW judgnent Sn the above-entitled o m ,  pusuant to 

Civil P r d m  LsW and Rules $OdiOn 3212; dismnissh# pldiatifl's comphhr agh t  defmdant 
Weil-McLrlin wid1 projudicu, und them bolng no opposidon thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upad nolice to dl comdsfmduts, a 1  claims md croswlairnY aghst  

defendant Weil-MaLain ba and tlu some m hereby dismissed wirh prejudice and without costs. 

c c  & B U J X E Y ,  LLC 

Attorneys for Weil-MoLah r; 
0 180 Maiden h e  150 Broadway, $uite 600 c 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
New York, New York 10038 5 n N ~ w  York, New York 10038-4937 

4 2 *  g 

s-; 
7: tr; 
w:$ g 

-8J - 
k) r"" 

171 
0 

3. 

a N 
1*1 
-TI 

DATED: 



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

Index No, 190047/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant Weil McLain, requests suxnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Weil 

McLain, 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 

Weil McLain, be and the same axe hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1" Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plainttf 

m 

00203041.WPD 

AUG 0 62012 



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

.- 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

RALPH MAXWELL 

Index No. 123479100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. . . .  

WHEFEFORE, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New .York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100% 

2 
0 m 

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

Dated: 



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

X 

rN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

Index No. 190042l08 

SAMUEL OLSEN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

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

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

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

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

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLG; 
Attorneys for Plaint8(s) Attorneys for Weil-McLain, $ 

New York, New York 10003 

* I  700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 - 4 : -  1 .  ~ gq 

(212) 791-0285 $ *""<< ci-l 

cJ& g 

New York, New York 10038 r:i L 
t'L. N 

3 5  1 
(212) 558-5500 

u P d  
-11 

SO ORDERED, 3 
m 

"E"g 

m 
0 

Llrs 

r 

AUG 0 62012 



87/16/2889 11: 57 12127918286 MALABY & BRADLEY PAGE 02/05 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

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

190 141/09 
X 

This Document Relates to: 

KRZYSZTOF ORSZULAR and ZOFIA ORSZULAK 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEIL-MCI.AM, a divifiion af THE MARLEY COMPANY C'Weil- 

McLain") hereby requests summary judgrncnt in tlie abovc-entitled cam, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defcndant Weil-McLain with prejudice, 

and there being no oppasition thereto, 

ORJIERED, that upon notice to all cc-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Wail-McLdn be and the 5ame arc hereby dismissed with prejudicc and without costs. 

Datcd: New York, New York 
7-30 - a o / z  

C"I 

c :: 
-4 

c4 7 WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY BRADLEY, LL~:: % - 
rn 

hero 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
m*' 

New York, NY 10003 Now York, Ncw York 10038 ~2 
Attorncys for Defendant Weil-l$$iin I*J 

150 Broadway, Suitc 600 700 Broadway J 

71 

m 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-028s 
F5 

SO ORDERED, 



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

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

X 

Index No. 108351/00 
11 lO94lOO 

THERLEAN LOUISSAINT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

defendant Weil-McLain be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and yithout costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 3f- 
cz 
c: 

“OT 
7- 3 0  ; 2 0 / =  /-// :-;, t z  

r“ :. 
-4: 

C‘r 

m s  c a Rosario Chetta, Esq. Q W  
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 3 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

0 m Attorneys for Plainti#(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: 
lT-:*l^I 

AUG 0 62012 



W d 0 0 : Z l  '6 ' N V f  3 W 1 1  INlYd W'36S: l l  ' 6  ,'NVi' 3 W I l  Q 3 h I 3 3 3 P  

SUPREME COURT OF'I'HE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SN RE NEW Y ORK CITY NYCAL ; 
x 

ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON 1.A.S. I%? 30 
(Heitlcr, 1.) 

HUGO LAGUARDIA, Lndex No. lOS9SSIUB 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-V.- MOTIOfi AND ORUER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, CO., et al., including 
WEIL-MCLALN, 

Defendants. 
x 

WHEREFORE, Deftnclant Weil-Mclain, hereby requests summwy j u d p a l t  in the 

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

coiiiplairrt against defendant Weil-McLain., with prejudice, and theft bcing nu ~ppo?$.?~~ 

therbto, 

. y r  

29"1 

Tr\ 
~ : 7 K  s a 

-8z 0 

P--- !+ p*< cj7 

defendant Weil-McLain, be and ths same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t w t  ?? C O U ~  

r*r 
c 7  r,: G r "  

OLZDERED, that upon notice to all cowdefendants, all claims and croiis-ckiimr $&st 

\ -' \ 5iz.v L 

Dared: New York, New Yurk 
7- 4 s - 3 o / z  

- >  ., (1 . : 5 .  
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pldnl$f(s) 
180 Maiden Lane 
New Yark, New York I 

Rosario Chettu, Esq- 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain,. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

ew York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 I 

SO ORDERED, 

t AUG 0 62012 



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

X 

rNRE NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

Index No. 190140/09 

SUSAN LACKNER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

defendant Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and $@ut Elsts. 

a 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clai3 agaist "91 

F -  
1/22 h3 

Dated: New York, New York g x5, -5, O e n  
0 7- 3 O - J O / L  Kflk Y$% 

4 

sari0 tta,Esq. 

G Y - 3  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 1-0285 

SO ORDERE 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY F. PALMER0 

X 

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

Index No. 120593lOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: 
n 
t3 c;’ 
-4 

New York, New York 2r 7 -90 -2 %’?$< cr) 
n r * ,  73 

O P -  - ’  

rn 
G:’: k, 
2 2 2  

o s k o  Chetta, Esq. A 3 

a - 5 :  cn 
r F, - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. < A u w  BRADLEY, L L e  r( i=; 

Attorneys for Plbintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 T*r 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Weil-McLain 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

7 A i  /-- 

Llein Heitler 



RECEI 

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

Mary Kneisel and William Kneisel Index No.: 12-190080 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Velan Valve Cop. with prejudice, and there being no 
- <  

opposition thereto; 

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

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway Velan Valve Corp. 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.5 58.5500 

245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
+ New York, New York 10 167 
212.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ME1 13114730v.1 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 10735212005 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited 
Partnership hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Yuba 
Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 1 c def an 11 claims and cross claims against 
defendant Yuba Heat Transfer, Divi g \ f L & n t e d  Partnership, be and the same 

dice and without costs. 

s ~ p  19 z0l2 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U, Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Our File No. : ESZ 02030 FAC 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(516) 535-5433 

SO ORDERED 

AUG 0 82019 



. - - 

Louis Santoro, Index No.: 12-190154 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Company, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

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

defendant Velan Valve C o p .  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?--w 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.558-5500 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
2 12.609.6800 

A [ %  0 82012 SO ORDERED, 

ME1 13824262v.l 



4 TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/18/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
. _ f f * _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ . _ _ _ _ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - ~ ~ " - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ * *  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TYRELL MOR1 

AUG 0 1 2012 

I1323 1/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway son compmy of New 
New York, NY 10003 York, fnc. 

4 Irving Place 
NY 10003-3598 

Our File No 
$4295-04 A N  0 62012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
711 611 2 

SUPREME COURT: ALL CCIllNTXES 
WITHIN TEIE CL'i'k' !JP' NEM, ! CjKK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASEUTOS LITIGATION, 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENC RELATES TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO 

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

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITlON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Orange and Rockland, Tnc. hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs coniplaiiit against defendant Orange and Rockland, Jnc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and crowclaims 
:* 4 
CL! 

against defendant Orange and Rockland, Inc., be and the same are h@eby dismissed with 
"-4 
+ # " - * ~  yrl cc5 "TE 
;;* : [ I *  1 r u  I - 2  

prejudice and without costs. e ; %  -73 - 
Dated: New York, New York 

-I\ L 3  \ \  A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

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

Our File No 
SO4050-00 

SO ORDERED: -- 
Hen. 





.I 

H O A Q L M ,  LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NW\, BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
WfE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DOE, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LOUIS CZACHOR 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100855 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

DATED:dUhew York, New York 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

MATTHEW T. MACIN-E, @Q, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERQ P.CN 0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Doe, as 
of Louis Czachor 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1- 

Executor for the Estate 

AUG 0 62012 

CA-LEAK-27 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSVWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 11041 

RAYMOND E. EVRAD SR. AND JEANE-TTE NO OPPOSITION 
EVRARD, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:iW)1+New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED: 

L - 
IVIM I I n C v v  I .  IVIMWIY I-, -a. 
WEITZ II L U X E N B E R ~ .  2 I- 
Raymond E. Evrad Sr. d JeBett 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s@% 

7 7 -  700 Broadwav n 
New York, N? 10003 # 

AUG 0 62012 



RECEIVED TMc:CCQpk) 
711 1/12 

, '  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY&DOROTHYBOVA 

AUG 0 1 2012 

PART 30 
INDEX NO. 
127887/02,102148/03 & 116852/06 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairr@ind cross-claims 
c z 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be ar@lhe J I  " -e a r m r e b y  
!;-' m -  
" ' V I  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 24 cn 

E O  
m 3> r; 

w cfl T.K 
0 
7 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-445 1-03 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DWST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEV 
701 VUILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

I I 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHRIS PIZZOLORUSSO as Administrator for the 
Estate of ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO 

against 

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

RECEIVED 
AUG 0 1 2012 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100855 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being go opposition thereto, 
D 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

DATED' 7/t6)I'L New York, New York m 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Chris Pizzolorusso,as Proposed Executor for 
the Estate of Albino Pizzolorusso 
700 Broadway 

AUG 0 62012 

I lllllll IIIII Ill11 11ll1111ll ll1ll111ll111111 I1 11111 Ill1 
CA-LEAK-23 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MOKAN. DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRWWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JAISEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

pa BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHERYL HELLER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100904 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

ew York, New York 

r) 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBER 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York. NY 10003 -n 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 i 

SO ORDERED: 

AUG 0 62012 

CA-LEAK-24 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAFI, WNSt 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NW BRwflnllCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
fM WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 INDEX NO.: 03-100904 

CARLOS GARCIA 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: ,7, York, New York 2s 

ZARL IGUEROA, E Q. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  8 DOUKAS, LLP 
lttorneys for Defendant, Carlos Garcia 

700 Broadway (ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
t 
50 ORDERED: 

Al lG  0 62012 



, T  

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NONBRUNStrVICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

BEVERLY M. WEBSTER AND LORRAINE 
WEBSTER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100923 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

New York, New York 

2ARL FIGUEROA, E 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

rz 

_ .  

New York, NY m 0 3  

50 ORDERED: 

AUG 0 62012 



HORQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUN!WICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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: 

EARL DALKAS, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JENNIE DALKAS AND EARL 
DALKAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

INDEX NO.: 03- 100855 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
c1 

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

3ATED:7/t&New York, New York 
3 
-(x E -7 
nr"l "0 - 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Earl Dalkas, as Proposld Executor for the 
Estate of Jennie Dalkas and Earl Dalkas, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 

50 ORDERED: 

CA-LEAK-26 



RECEIVED 

This Document Relates To: 

PART 30 

Index No.: 128019-02 

GERALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

Defendants. 
.- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 0 a c 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl*s against W d a n t  

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARDy INC., be and the same are l@$$y b r n i s p i t h  
<= Gn 

g4 m 

G -  

m' prejudice and without costs. 7% 
w= 
a -I Q 

Dated: 'I \\ \ \L 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



RECEIVED 

SUl’3XF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK PART 30 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Reiates to: 

GAPL HIERZIHY, Indlvldunlly and as Executrix of 
the Estate of ARTHUR HElUIF€Y, 

Plaintiff(S), 
v. 

A.F. SUPPLY CORP., et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Indcx No.: 190149-11 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs coinplaint against defendant, RIBEM MANUFACTURING 

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

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

defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and tlie same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &I 19,2012 z 4 
x 4 -  6 New Yo , New York 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 

anasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
Wileatz, Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys far Plaintiff(s) 
1 10 William Street, 26‘” 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 267-3091 

SO ORDERED, 
32) 528-8888 

Honorable Slrei-ry K. Heitler 

AUC; 0 62012 



RECEIVED 

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

This Document Relates To: 

DAVID DAY, as Executor for the Estate of 
RUSSELL DAY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

PART 30 

Index No.: 112220-03 
11 1594-03 

JUDGMENT 
NO OPPOSITION SU 

ORDER 
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STAmARD,  INC., hereby 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

P) m 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., fAda AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 0 62012 



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

This Document Relates To: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No: 113279-02 
120902-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Tr 
0 E 

PART 3 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STAND&.$, @., m b y  

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lagand  E l e s  on 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC.,2/k/a AMERICAN 

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

XI x a .xJ @ ? -  

m 

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

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 , New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI and SUSAN J. 
KISELOVSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

RECEIVED 

PART 30 

Index No.: 115520-05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
9 

prejudice and without costs. s Y 
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Keith M. O'Connor, E s 8  e 
Braaten & Pascarella, I; 
Attorney for Defendanp 

S Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

an, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



RECEIVE 
SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

n . . .. - .. . . . . - . . 

This Document Relates To: 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL P. LONG, and VALERIE 
LONG, Individually, 

Plain tiff@), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

AUG 0 1 2012 

PART 38 

Index No: 122017-98 
120667-00 
116680-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are herebgdismissed with r= 
ZE 

prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, ECC 

erican Standard, Ine. 

anasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

SO ORDERED, 



GLADYS BOCHNIASZ, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of RONALD J. 
BOCHNIASZ, 

Plaintif€(s), 

-against- 

RECEIVE 

PART 38 
AUG 0 1 2012 

Index No: 100918-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

- prejudice and without costs. 
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-Je v a q u q  Fsq. Keith M. O'Conno 
Braaten & Pascarella, W& & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Manasquan, N ~ w  Jersey OS736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

A l i G  0 6 2012 



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

RECEIVED 

-fi 3 L j  In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION /I;; ,*% c c 

LEROY MITCHELL and FREDA MITCHELL, Index No.: 190117-12 

"against- 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMlMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et 
al., 

Defendant(s). 
._ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCOWORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

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

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

1 WEI$i!& LUXENBERG, P.C. " - 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

0 
0 

BRAATEN & P 

BIRDINCORPO 
2430 Route 34, S 

Judge Sh-ein'lh Mer 



RECElCV 

COBURN MILLER and DIOMARIS MILLER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COWOMTION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al. 

Defendants. 

PART 

Index No.: 190148112 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

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

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismiss@ with prejudice and 

tn 
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--I 91 J 
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0 P - I  73 i= without costs. '"4 
2-.: a 
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A 
Dated: 7 1 1  2017- ' 

New York, New York 

fT& 6 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



RECEIVED 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PART 30 

~~ 

This Document Relates To: 

VIRGIL LAFFEY, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190334-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NIBCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendants, NIBCO, INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenaa8 

NIBCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ~3s. 
=n- 

m -  'F3 '+a 

- I  
Lisa M. Pascarella w 
Braaten & Pascareq, LLC 
Attorney for DefenZFiint 
Nibco, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

m Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 42 
Houston, TX 77070 
(28 1 )  970-9988 n, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



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

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

: (Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 190163/2012 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN D. WALKER and CATHERINE MCLEAN 
WALKER : ,JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve 

Company (“Flowserve US), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Flowserve US, Inc. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross e m s  against defendant 
c= ac Flowserve US, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h t  costs. 

Dated: New>Y:r/+Jkw York 
,2012 \h/ 

Benjamin arche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, 
Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve 
Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

ew York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1796607-1 ‘JUL 2 7 2012 



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

ROBERT A. LOWE NO OPPOSITION r 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
UMMAR 

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 thersame are hereby 
c 3  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 / 2 3  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

--- -1. - - ,  , 

SO ORDERED, 

1794316 



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

JAMES GUCK and JOAN GUCK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . r . . . . . . . . . - - -  ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ ~ . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 

ORDER 

solely as successor to Rockwell 

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Ialves, Inc., and Edward 1 ogt Valve 

1555754-1 

Company ("Flowserve US"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

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

defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

and without costs. 

New York, New York 
. <Aa I Z  ,2012 

Attorneys f r Plaintif 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for D e f e n d w l o w  
solely as successor tok ,wkwel l  Manufacturing 
Company, Edwgrd Valves, Inc,, Nordstrom 

alves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT0 FERNANDEZ and ALEIDA 
FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

ALCOA, INC., et al. 

Defendant(s1. 

Index No.: 11/190399 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, GENERAL CABLE 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, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jlrw 29,2012 
A New York, New York 

es k b e r ,  Esq. 
evy Phillips & Konigsberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
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Lisa M. PascGella, Esq. 4 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION 
2430 Route 34 

(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

-M&asquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 052012 



.... .-.. " - . . . . , , . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . ~ .... ...... 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190154/12 

LOUIS SANTORO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEILMCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6 0-2 9 ,2012 
New ork, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL MCCA~XB~IDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys fox Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 l k r d  Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



. , , . . . . . .. . . . . . , , , , . . ...... .. .. -_-. . . . . . . . , .. , . . . . . , I  

SUPREME COURT OF TT3X STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190I45/12 

ARLEN HERRICK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment In the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 
rs 
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Dated: +vJ ,2012 2 
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New York, New York 

//L 
Benjamin Darche, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 2 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq. 
WEITZ Br LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE -1 r 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant m 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New Yah, NY 10022 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190429/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

%--I L'l 2, 

We&z & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
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Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL M~CAMBRJDGE SINGE& 7 

MAHONEY, LTD. z 
rn Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, 
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Plaintiff( s) , 
-against- 

Index No.: 190429/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQIJTD SYSTEMS COWORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

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

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

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

0 w 
c, 
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Dated: New York, New York 

4z G3 "rl 
Off1 q - 
xr > 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, r d e i n  Heitler 
JUL 2 7 2012 



PlaintiffCs), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190269/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWm, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BWIIP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York. New York A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
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MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 115520/05 

WLADJMIR KISELOVSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAN, et al., 

De fendant s . 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

7/23 ,2012 Dated: 
r"l 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Defendant T 7 1  - 0  
Weil-McLain 5 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
F1 (212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 65 1 -7500 

SO ORDERED, 

391- 2 12012 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No,: 11 1780/04 

ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

r, es c=: 
a”: 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

“Y1 

c >  
Attorneys for Defendant _L 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain F u t  

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108209/03 

JOSEPH WARSZNITER, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defeadants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Y" ' 
1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 2 FI 

Weil-McLain m New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New Y ork, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH LATTANZIO, 
Plaintims), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 108781/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 
c1 
d. 
I”* 
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.*. rn 
Dated: 7 / 3 3  ,2012 

New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONE 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 00 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter 

"DURAMETALLIC") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant DURAMETALLIC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. +T 
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SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Madina Axelrod, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Durametallic Corporation 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Attornkys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20' Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

I 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.: 190163/12 

JOHN DOUGLAS WALKER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEILMCLATN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant ?VEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6-IY , 2012 
New York, New York 

m T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

h) 
c;n 

4%- 
w 

c lUL 2 72012 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHF,REFORF+ Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

against Defendant BWm, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Dated: New York, New York 

a 

OFtDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 
C" 'I 

"1"11 
G -  

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

- r -  
C " r n  
2 0  

__ 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

,- 

I n  
0 
rl 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. New York 10022 



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

.* 

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

. (Heitler, J.) 
_ _  

Index No. 108552/00 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
SABATO J. FALCONE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New Y ork, New Y ork 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 0 

n 
p;; -a 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 W r c  
In 

(212) 791-0285 Vi": E 
0 '*I - w  

7-2 y - s w a  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - 
Attorneys for PlaintiSf(s) Attorneys for Weil-McLain -c-*~* A ' -  rn - 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1003 8 g c; cn 

- 
WEITZ & LUXF,NBE MALABY BRADLEY, LLE 

{ T I - "  

_" (212) 558-5500 

2 
0 rn 

SO ORDERED 



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

n 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

TNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _  

Index No. 119393100 
100695/01 
100757103 

JOHN FRUEH 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I\ 
~~ 

WHEREFOE, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York - 1, cg 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC g+ cn y y  

Fs q 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 -n 

Frank OXz,J!?F,q. - Rosario Chetta, Esq. 0:. r- *u?L " T T  

Attorneys for Plaintif(s) Attorneys for Weil-McLain Cn5; iz 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 c 

r, 
n (212) 791-0285 F1 (212) 558-5500 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 42012 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190163/12 

JOHN DOUGLAS WALKER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

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

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

to either party. 
c7 
e 3  
c? 

Dated: 6-1 Y ,2012 
New York, New York 

+ d u d  W TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: 



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

__  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index Nu. 102561/06 

MORTON MECKLER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

rcquests summary judgment in the abovc entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 
t3 
L2 c 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross clai@ against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed wit@ju&e 

and without costs. 

*s”, @ 
c3 r-7 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
TL.3 ,2012 

m* 
F- . f l  t & d [  FA+\ I, 
WElTZ & LUXENSERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A tlnrneys jw I’laint(j’ 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, Ncw York 10038 
AltomeyLs,fOr Dcfendmt 

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

SO ORDERED, 

*JuL 2 72012 





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

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

This Document Relates to: 
*-  

Index No. 10464Y06 

VINCENT D. PISTONE and DEIRDRE PISTONE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” 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 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 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

/ 

FE&dk&&j . - . &&d Ffwc\\.‘ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC MALABYMBRADLEY, L@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A ltorneys. for Plnintlf‘ 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
A ttorneys, for Dejindunt 

(21 2) 558-5500 (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 

This Document Relates to: lndex No. 101698/05 

JOSEPH P. SZPAJZMAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAKY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as siiccessor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." 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 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 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York + ,2012 

c 
F W  . P ? d . % \ F ~ \ ‘  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Altorneyb for Pluiniif 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
htorneys ,fbr Dcf&xhr  

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

KlVi Heitler 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS L,lTIGA'TION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hei tler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1 %  

Index No. 190223/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER 

X 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R L ~ S  Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with pre-judice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plainlijf 
Robert N. Wexler and Betsy Wexler 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLR- ' 

Morse Diesel, Inc. m 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Arlorneys jbr  Dejknhnl o" v 

(212) 791-0285 



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

X 

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

(Hei tler, J.) 
,- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nu. 190293/11 

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

.. 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

"r3P7 =% !: 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY BRADLEY, L L & ~  

-3 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys< for Plaintiff Allorneys.fbr Dcf inhnt  7 

Charles L. C'hidester Morse Diesel, Inc. rn 75 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

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

Index No. 190445/11 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE SANTIAGO 
NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

X 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: z c x 

In 
” 

m 

, 2012 

F-L, L q  . e a r n  & M * - , €  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 1’C. 
horneys<fiir PlaintiJf’ Attorneys jiir D&xkuzt 
George Suntiago Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 

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

SO ORDERED, Dated:-.-- - - 

JUL 2 12012 



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 .) 

TI-IIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LATTANZIO 

Index No. 108781/03,100864/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I .  

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

there to, 

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

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

costs. 

Ncw York ew York 7,k ,2012 
Dated: 

J J  v'azqu&, Esq. 1 
Attnmey.r*for Plainliffcs) 
Joseph Luttitnzio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

EITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

m 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



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

______ I ,  

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190060/09 

LA DONNA BAIN, as Executrix of the Estate of 
ANDREW T. BAIN SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

Costs. 

0 
0 
t x 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Pluint$s Attorneys for Defendant 75 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Andrew T. Bain, et al. Morse Diesel, Inc. m 

150 Broadway, Suite 400 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (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.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 11 1232/03 

MAKSO MATURA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

t heret 0, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York *7- I '2_ ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys jhr Plain@@) 
Mubo  Mutura 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Atlorney.s* for Dejendunt "*I 
;zT m Morse Diesel, Inc. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

z 
N 

3 U L  2 12011 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DWST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH XRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL Rb 
SWTE 202 
WAMMONTON. NJ 

PO BOX 4ao 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANNE ENGLE, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM ENGLE, AND JEANNE 
ENGLE, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-121248 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

3ATED:dLdi=New York, New York 

CARL FIGUEROA, ESd. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBER$S$.C" 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (@$z 
Jeanne Engle, as Exeqtrix f R h e  m t e  
William Engle, and J e m e  Engle, Individuqlly 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway $3 

- 

of 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 2 12012 

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
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HORQLAND, LON00 
MORAN. D W T  8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH KRSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRWWCK,  NJ 

m A S .  LLP 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7M WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
HAIWYIONTON. W 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RHODA KLINGSBERG, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING KLINGSBERG AND RHODA 
KLINGSBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 16829 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:?kr(iiNew York, New York 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittor neys for Defendant , 
(oh le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
4ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 
Hon. Shery-Klein Heitler 

3UL 2 12012 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORN. WNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa BOX 480 
NRWBRUNSIMCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY’S MILL W 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF HAROLD C. CRAWFORD, 
AND MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-1 11779 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED;?k,J’’-New York, New York 

ZARLA. FIGUEROA, E 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaint 
Marelene K. Crawfo 
Estate of Harold C. CrZEbford, and Marelene K. 
Crawford, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N 
50 ORDERED: 



f 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-108209 

ALLEN WARSZZNITER, as Administrator for the 
Estate of JOSEPH WARSZNITER, and ALLEN 
WARSZNITER and ISAAC IKE KRAN AS Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of MARY 
WARSZNITER, 

against 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CT 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S e p n  321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and ther&$inWo opmit ion thereto, 
z 
am 73 w 
I” g 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clai-qd @ss dlalms against 
Y2 m” 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w@yrej%ice e i t q o u t  costs 
m -  

DATE  new York, New York 

b 
I 

‘ ‘ I  I 

R 

1 

I 
‘I 
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HORGLAND, LONG3 <, * 

MORAN, DUNST&*' 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  202 
HAMMDNTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALLEN WARSZZNITER, as Administrator for the 
Estate of JOSEPH WARSZNITER, and ALLEN 
WARSZNITER and ISAAC IKE KRAN AS Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of MARY 
WARSZNITER, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-108209 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 
0 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S e F n  3212, dismissing plaintiffs' s 
- 4 .  

nr r1  7 )  7_ 
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there@inao opBi t ion thereto, 

c-% . &  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairr&qd &ss r m s  abainst 

?g m 
defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w@prej6!!ice e t q o u t  costs. 

DATED:7)LJlmNew York, New York 

" m -  

CARL FIGUEROA, ESW / P H ~ N  ALVARADO, ESQ. 
;, P.C. HOAGLAND. LONGO, MORAN WElTZ & LUXENBERC 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attar n eys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Allen Warszzniter, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Joseph Warszniter, and Allen 
Warszniter and Isaac Ike Kran as Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of Mary 
Warszniter 

New Yark, NY l o w  '@ 
I1 + 

. ,  700 Broadway 
r i  

SO ORDERED: 

CA-WHITE-10 J 
- 



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

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

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN M. RUSSO, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH RUSSO 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-102105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:7/'I"New York, New York c5 

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

WEITZ ti LUXENMG, ac. - 
Attornevs for Plai&#ffls), - 
Joan MI Russo, agdministratrix for the Estate 
of Joseph Russo rn 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

J CA-WHITE-9 



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 

x 
This Document Relates to: lndex No. 190118/2011 

JOSEPH ADAMS and BARBARA ADAMS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” 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 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 

without costs. 

Chris Rohrm66, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorney>y+for Pluintgj(s) 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

(2 12) 79 1-0285 

N 

w 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 104954/06 

FRANK E. KOONE SR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defkndant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp.” hereby 

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 against 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?,/h ,2012 

&W 
F- - : . PL,L,&-\FANyI\ # 

WEITZ & LtJXENBERG, PC: 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Altorneys fbr Plaintiff .. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendun6 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



* \ 

HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERRSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM,BRWNflr\llCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEV 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 11 1124-00 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., et al,, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

MONICA R. KOSTRZE~WA, BQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
50 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

n AJ a - 
L-, r;; --'- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. F 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($. 
Marcia Sarama, 
for the Estate of Thaddeu 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY IOOOX --" ?g 

0 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOLMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PAtERSOhl ST 

Nwv BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VNTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
H A W T O N ,  NJ 

pa BOX  BO 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD M. TAYLOR 

against 

INDEX NO.: 190336/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 1 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
-l\\\\\b 
P 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Jut, 2 72012 



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

NORTH XRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUNSWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTOW. NJ 

MARGARET WARDELL, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ELMONT 
WARDELL AND MARGARET WARDELL, 
INDIVIDUALLY 

agaimt 

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

. +  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100855 

. .  

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

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

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

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are her 

DATED: New York, New York 
" \ \ 4 . I \ L  

WENDY R. KAGAN, i%a.p 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Margaret Wardell, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Elmont Wardell, and Margaret 
Wardell, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 2 7 



HOAGLWD, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 6 
WLKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NOAH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRWNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlJE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

pa  BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ELIZABETH KANE BLANC, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF WALTER T. KANE AND 
DEBORAH ANN KANE, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF FLORENCE S. KANE 

against 

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

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
INDEX NO.: 04-102379 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

A 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG,X.T3. N Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),gs e m 

Elizabeth Kane Blank, a-ecaix fbme 
Estate of Walter T. K a n e n d  Dabormane, 
as Executrix for the Est% of Florence S. Kane 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway m 

BZ-VADER-9 



H O A Q L W ,  LONGO 
M O W ,  WNST 8. 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORFEYS AT LAW 

NORTH a S E Y  
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 980 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7Dl WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of WALKER ALEXANDER JR., and 
DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, Individually, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11589 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., herL,y requests summary judgment in tht 

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

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

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

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju*e and without costs. 
z! 

a, 
MA-TTHEW MACIN 
WEITZ 8 LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plain 
Dwendolyn Alexander, a 
Estate of Walker Alexan F er Jr., and 
Dwendolyn Alexander, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 , 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h ler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

dministratrix for the 

io ORDERED: 

JUL 2 72012 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NWVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSE'IS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTDW. hw 

MORAN, DUNST a 

pa BOX QO 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: -1 INDEX NO.: 03-105144 

DOMINICK SODANO and JUDITH SODANO, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

n DATED: New Brunswick NJ 32 

w 
-IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co . 
1.0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Dominick Sodano and J g t h  Sodano 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway m 

\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

.. . . 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DMST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

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

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VMLTLTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100731 

DOMlNlCK SODANO and JUDITH SODANO, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 1 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaint iff s, 
Dominick Sodano and Judith Sodano 

"rl 

M 
5 



, A  

4 

MDAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DGUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

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

SOUTH JERSEY 
7 0 7  WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
MAMMONTON. NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN H. WINGEN, SR. AND EMILEE WINGEN, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-100855 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c s claims against ?2 
defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju5e an&yitho"CtfCosts. 

DATED:~IJ / ,W~~ York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
John H. Wingen, Sr. and Emille Wingen, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
httorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. Individually 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: 

JUL 2 12012 



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

.- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

LEONARD GOLDBERG 

'. 
Index No. 190046109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
7 -  S Y  - s o @  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lw 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, I,& 
Attorneys for Pluint$(.) Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 za#, 

New York, New York 100380: r l  -a y New York, New York 10003 
f- $2 

x c-": 
m :  2: p (2 12) 79 1-0285 X l - v -  m 
-v E o  

(212) 558-5500 

N 

7t 

rn 
SO ORDERED, d: - F-3 

JUL 2 7 2012 



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
L A X  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

LAFtRY HERRICK 

Index No. 119391/00 
100808/01 
100785/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.* 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

7 -&y -9 Ob+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P%\ 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. G 

MALABY & BRADLEY, Gqw v3 

r- *a*: N 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(.) - \ 3  Attorneys for Weil-McLain c7y *I4 : T2 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 g5 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 ?$$ 

m x  E 

s 
Q 
7 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

2 

SO ORDERED, 

“1TP 
I 
rn 
W 

111 

JUL 2 72012 



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

X 

INRE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

DOLPH E. HOLM 

Index No. 105873/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: Yew York, New York 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY BRADLEY, L L C ~ ~  

Attorneys for Plaintifl(s) Attorneys for Weil-McLain -4 -,: ~~~ c.~? 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 c5  I "u 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 24 t-1 

" P I  

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 r mdc 
V? ; 8 - c. r9 
" Y  

SO ORDERED, 



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

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

X 

Index No. 104587/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
HENRY T. JANSSEN SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFOM, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New,York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintr~(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

f7 

MALABY & BRADLEY, Lr;;C $2 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain r-5 , hl 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 5 ~. : cn 
New York, New York 1003~~1T; E 

F'3 ( 1  "u 

-- (2 12) 79 1 -0285 q -  
-7 
c1 m 
I 

. .  

SO ORDERED, ea: 



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

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

Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

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

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

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

without costs to either party. 0 
c3 c 
;EET 
-4 

4 - v -  m 

h) 

m F5.i "U 
r"rt -c 

hc, 

-- - 
Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. o 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SEGAL M~CAMBRIDGE ~ G E R  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10032 
(21 2)558-5500 New York, New Y ork I0022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 1  2012 



4 
4 

HQAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. WNST 8, 
LKKIKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

FMNBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SOnH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY’S MILL RD 
SLliTE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

pa BOX r180 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190297/09 

ALEXANDER MONTOYA, as Administrator for the 
Estate of ELIZABETH MONTOYA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

e--- 
~ONICA R. KOSTRZE$VA,&Q. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NJNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
,ttorneys for Defendant, 
,ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 10003 g 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plain tiff (s) , 
Alexander Montoya, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Elizabeth Montoya 
700 Broadway 

0 ORDERED: 

JUL 2 72019 



\ \ 

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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 120737-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, E=. c\ ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4tto rne ys for Defendant , 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENB-.~. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)g 
Marcia Sarama, Individu$ly a s 
for the Estate of T h a d d d a g a  

Arix 



I. 'r 

HDAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRWNSV'ACK, NJ 

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

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

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 1221 93-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again5 

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

DATED: Ne Brunswick, NJ 
h .t'\"\ \ \2- 

- A 
MONICA R. KOSTRtEWABQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway w - w  

New York, NY 10003 5 

io ORDERED: 

JUL 2 72012 



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

GLADYS BOCHNIASZ, Individually and as Executrix for the, 
Estate of RONALD J. BOCHNIASZ, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KIEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __------------__1______________1________-------------"-"-------------" 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: p, I$ ,2012 
<' 

A & i s o n ,  NewjYork 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York io003 
(2 12)558-5500 

CJ 
0 e 
X 
-4 

r- 
Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 1 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 7 

Attorneys for Defendant m 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



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

MARIE F. CICHY as Administratrix for the Estate of 
DOMINIC J. E L M O ,  

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 11 123712003 
10086612003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFOB, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLWER BOILER COMPANY, 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: w, 2012 
HHson,  New York 

c1 r x 
-4 -n 

m 
Attorneys for Defendant - 1 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

1111- 2l20l2  



In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH LATTANZIO and EVELINA LATTANZIO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 100864l2003 
108781/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismiss% with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

0 
E: z 
-4 

c3r"# 'D - * x  m - "r3 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. -rl = o  
i 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

OE U l V d  
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

'JUL 212012 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUIS ACEVEDO 

NYCAL 
(J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

SECOND NOTICE 

Index No.: 116194/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that Luis 

Acevedo, was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc,, successor-in-interest to the Bendix 

Corporation (“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

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

complaint against Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
ri 
c, s 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

New York, New York 10173 New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f /wa  AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
the Bendix Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

JUL 2 7 2012 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: 

ELSIE MCDONALD, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE MCDONALD, and ELSIE MCDONALD, Individually, 

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

Index No.: 1 90079- 12 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

CBS CORPORATION fk/a  VIACOM MC., as successor 
by merger to CBS CORPORATION fMa WESTINGHOUSE 
ELECTRIC CORPORATION, et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. hereby requests summaryjudgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. be, and the same are hereby, dism&ed with prejudice and 

7") without costs. 422 R .- 

r? 

x 
--I 

D i  ;:?-.I! 9! 201 d-' 
White Idns, New York 

By: Amb J. Brandis, Esq. ._ .. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys.for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

k d W N  & TARANTINO, LLC 

TINGUE, BROWN & CO. 
1 North Broadway. Suite 10 10 
White Plains, New York 10601 

14) 949-5300 

' JUL 8 72012 



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

ANDY CAMEJO, As Executor for the Estate of ROSA 
TORRES, and JOSE CAMEJO, Individually, 

Index No. : 1 903 79-09 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

ALLIANCE LAUNDRY SYSTEMS LLC, Individually and 
as successor to AMERICAN LAUNDRY MACIIINERY INC's 
Pressing and Finishing Division (Including AJAX PRESSING & 
FINISHING COMPANY) and HUEBSCH, et al. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, c, 
D c 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an%cross&ai&!&ainst 

and 

-ri 2: or3 ~1 - 
defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismism&Qvit&rejddIce p +& 

?% IT1 
Without costs. gx E 0 

% 
rrl 
2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& TARANTINO, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant:TINGUE, BROWN & CO. 
1 North Broadway. Suite 10 10 
White Plains, New York 1060 1 

(21 2)  558-5500 949-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



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

______ll__l_______ll------------------ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
- --- -- -x 

This Document Relates to: Dorothy Norlander, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Arthur Norlander, 

------------- ------ ------------ 

Index No.: 126612/0: 

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

t5 

dx rn 

=* - Fg 

and cross claims against defendant Mario 6( D*onomP1 c 

Dated: i3rooklyn, New York W X  = 
c3m = Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withougesb. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Dorothy Norlander, I n d i v i d u a l l y  Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n  
and a s  Personal Representa t ive  Inc .  

for the Estate of Arthur Norlander 

Attorneys for Defendant 

44 Wall Street 

Defendants. 
--------x WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

- - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u l e s  Section 53212, 

Mario & 

being no 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendwts, a 
1 claims 

a v r i n g  

i 
m a 

New York, New York 10005 

U T  F i l e  No.: 10924-1337 

700 Broadway, 6th F&or 
212) 732-2000 N e w  York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 

g co. 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARLEN 1). HERRICK 

x NYCAL 
: (J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: SECOND NOTICE 
x Index No.: 190145/12 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
X 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Arlen Herrick, was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix 

Corporation ("Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

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

complaint against Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

340 Madison Avenue 

cl), 
r A  1 c": Weitz dk Luxenberg, P.C.. 

By: 

360 Lexington Avenue ';'-i. E 
New York, New York lbb17 0 

Y! 
New York, New York 101 73 

Attorneys for Honeywell Inmnational h c .  
j W a  AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
the Bendix Corporation 

* 1- 
r3 

Attorneys for PlaintgJ i r l  

SO ORRERED 

4UL 2 7 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

PAUL M. MARQUARDT and CAROL MARQUARDT, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a1 * ,  

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

Index No.: 0 2 / 1 2 6 7 3 1  
02/110269 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY SUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a g a i n s t  defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

c r 
C J  

4 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l g c l a i r n s  and 
- 1 1  
N C  

m !k u"I 

v,g N 

c"1 Z U  

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the $%e %e - 
hereby  dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

r- : ;.: 

#.$I.. -3 .-*r 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X ____--l--___------_-____ll__________l_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X f_______--l____---_-_____l________l___ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103523/03 
Charles Funicello, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 
0 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & Digno Plasterin; 
E 
--I “1“1 Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withou<*s@. - 

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
7 L y  , 2012 

,./> - 
Michael Fanelli,” E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys fo 
C h a r l e s  F u n i  cell o 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  44 Wall Street 

M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

New York, New Y o r k  10005 
(212) 732-2000 

le No.: 10924-6645 Our Fi 

S o  Ordered: 

JUL 2 7 2012 y K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X ___-______-I____----______l_l______l__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X __---_____--_-__---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104382/03 
Edward C. Poulsen and Theresa Poulsen, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 
X _________I-____-----____l______l______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBmo c3 Plasterin? 
c, z 

“Tt Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without+wtR 4 

’0 - 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

7 f L k  I 2012 e-/&- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Edward C. Poulsen and Theresa M a r i o  S DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

Poul sen Inc 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  44 Wall Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 New York, New Y o r k  10005 

e No.: 10924-6647 
(212) 732-2000 

So Ordered: 

1 -  I I l i  2 7201a i 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X __-l--___---l-___--ll__l____l_______l_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  Heitler) 
X __------_----------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Thomas Feshoh (Deceased), 

Index No.: 110744/06 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 
x _______"-_I _.--I- ~ .. --_ ~. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiB@o Plasterin 
s 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
' 7  /2q , 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Defendant 
T h o m a s  F e s h o h  (Deceased) Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  Inc. 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 44 Wall Street 

New Y o r k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 5  
(212) 732-2000 

. : 10924-5363 

- 
H 

S o  Ordered: 



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

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ANDREW KING, 
j Index No, 126937/02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants ~ 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej@ce and without 
4 3  
ti2 
2 
-J 

0 P I  

costs. 

New York, New York 
*x q ‘T1 

LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGANXD & SMlTH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

W 2 ~ z a ~ z  
481 1-6873-9855.1 



i 
V 

L 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
! LAX Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 126686/02 
This Document relates to: 

MARTIN S. ARONSON, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- [ NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER KENTILE FLOORS INC. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. Tr 

New Yark, New York 
s" > 

7q 3qf 20 3 

&; 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Martin S. Aronson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I, 

482s-5967-5Y 19.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERTA MCLEOD, as Executrix for the ESTATE of 
JOHN MCLEOD, and ROBERTA MCLEOD, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 126039/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and 

with 

against n 
w i p  

In 
W 

all co-defendants, all claims 

the same are hereby dismissed 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and 

costs. 

New York, New York 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4819-1731-5599. I 



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

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

j Index No, 105582/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DAVID WEISSMAN and MONA WEISSMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

% 

TS 7 n  
T i  w/ 2&z 71 0 0 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p re jqce  and with 

costs. 
42: g 
mf'l r+- 

- 
r 

New York, New York m 3 c  

e& - 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRrSnOIS BISGAARU & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 . ,  . r  

SO OIRDERED, 

4830-9643-9567. I 



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

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

i Index No. 104645/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DAN A. DE VICO and SUE DE VICO, 

1 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- / NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

- New York, New York 
J* af, UP- . .  

& ,& 
R 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

n - 
I- 
F) 
-0 

c1 !z 
5 
*x % 
mm -a 

Anthony Ametr o Esq. 
Attorney for A n i a n t  
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

Dan A. De Vico and Sue De Vico 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

, \ I  4 1  '9 7 7012 
SO ORDERED, 

ib;&L 2 7 LO32 
4820-2099-3551 I 



,- I, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

i Index No. 12629 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PATSY LADUE, as Executrix for the Estate of DENNIS j 
M. LADUE, and PATSY LADUE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

0 1  
0 r 

3 
c", 

Patsy Ladue 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG m 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4849-2 109-2623.1 



. . .. .. . . .. 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH RENATO CHIRLES and LILIAN CHIRLES, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 104 1 84/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p udice and without 

costs, 

New York, New York 

n 
9 
5 
%E % o w  - - 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joseph Renato Chirles and Lilian Chirles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

4816-6356-0463.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH MORGANO and ROSALIE MORGANO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r g  claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preJdctrce 3 witbut 

costs. 

New York, New York 

n ’3: 
“I 
nr-0 

71 c 
J w d V i  2 0 1  L- 2 

Peerless Industries, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Joseph Morgano and Rosalie Morgano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4842-8224-795 1.1 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 103530/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a 
LAMAR CHANDLER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

no opposition thereto, 
c-3 

2c 
4 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with&&di&nd 
r-* p a  
$4 cr\ 

costs, -13 

4i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Lamar Chandler 
LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4827-7537-8447. I 



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

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

i Index No. 104146/03 
This Document relates to: 

ALFRED O’CONNOR and SARAH O’CONNOR, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 
~ 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 
0 

no opposition thereto, E 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 4 k  

New York, New York 

% 
R 

T i  cw, 2m’L 

I* _ ‘ J  
* *  1 >A+$ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Alfred O’Connor and Sarah O’Connor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4825-3820-3919.1 JUL 2 72012 



- -  

t 

I no opposition thereto, 

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

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

j Index No. 104 154/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs, 

New York, New York 

Attorney for efendant 
Peerless Ind P stries, Inc. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles Arthur Ross 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

4844-3704-3983, I JUL 2 'I2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater Company, A 

Division of Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New ork, New York 
a u u r  L &” 

*TAh7 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS B i s c m  & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4’ Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

E 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

481 1-4161 -5887.1 

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

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

! Index No. 114369104 
This Document relates to: 

MARJLYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELM ANN, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

Defendants. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI and JUDY SEBASTIANI, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120081-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissingplaintiff s complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, lnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 2 

0 rn (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 

4837-8016-8719.1 
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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: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY & BERNICE HICKEY, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No, 125965/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and 

costs. 

New York, New York 
Z i .  aq aofz 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

- 
Anthony Adetrano, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Rolland E. Hickey & Bernice A. Hickey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
4835-84134671.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  I 

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

! Index No. 104623 1/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants e 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, New York 
t 7 

-,ml *hi f "  - y 8  

7 L, *(PI' 

,<$ %" z &A*.. P: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
James W. Holecek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

TEL& 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 IO0 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

tl 

m 
-0 

i= 

-JUL 2 72012 
4834-5004-8015.1 



r .-, 

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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 103333/03 

JEAN MCGINNIS, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN j 
H. MCGTNNIS, and JEAN MCGINNIS, Individually, / 

Plaintiffs , j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed withprej9ce and without 0 

--I 

om -I3 
N 

d x  pl e7 costs. 

New York, New York z-c v1 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Jean McGinnis 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

483 1-3386-0623.1 



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

I 

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

j (Heitler, J.> 

i Index No. 104 166/03 
This Document relates to: 

JAMES E, MAYBEE and MARJORIE MAYBEE, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 

same are hereby dismissed with prej udice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
James E. Maybee and Marjorie Maybee 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3397-9663.1 JUL 2 72012 



. -* 
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* SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

j Index No. 10401 8/03 
This Document relates to: 

VINCENT LEONE and JOANNE LEONE, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO, et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

- -  New York, New York 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
c3 e! c=: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Crl z w  Attorney for Plaintiff 
Vincent Leone and Joanne Leone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4838-0068-9167.1 JUL 2 7 2012 



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

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

j Index No. 104 174/03 
This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD 

=&G 1 
h 

t, 
", 

z - Frank Ortiz, Esq.' ' . ̂^ Attorney for Plaintin 
Michael Patrick Gill 
WEITZ & LUXENkbKti 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4851-9455-0799.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHANIE VONDRAK, as Personal Representative for 
The Estate of RALPH COLON & ISAURA COLON, 
Individually, 

Index No.: 1261 86-02 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL., 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissingplaintiff s complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 

Peerless Industries, Tnc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

(212) 232-1300 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Stephanie Vondrak, As Personal 
For the Estate of Ralph Colon an 
Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 3 

rq 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4848-7717-5823. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

* 

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

j Index No. 1007 18/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ANNIE PICISTRELLI, as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of GIN0 PICISTRELLI AND ANNIE 
PICISTRELLI, j NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 11 
I 
m n 

I 

rn 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Gin0 Picistrelli 5 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.21187 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 72012 



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

.- ' d  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRED EARL, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

: Index No. 105958/03, 128019/02 

j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

witbmt 
w 

5s t*, 

?04 y \ m  *% 
m.;sy 5 0 
4 

c. 
1; defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre-e 

costs. r mr'l 

w Dated: New York, New York 
L& 2v,2l4 1 

rc 

&Td Ld 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc, Fred Earl 
LEWIS BRISBOIS RISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 
File No. 1863.28049 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

4846-0285-9279. I 



-.e- - 
’ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK r 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 100229/03 

PATRICIA BOYCE and THOMAS HILL, as Co- 
Executors for the Estate of ROBERT M. HILL and 
ALLA HILL, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

hereby dismissed with defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are 

costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
-t/;201L 

1 

b7- //(- 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

Ph& Alvarado, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Robert M. Hill 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 
2 12.55 8.5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File No. 1863.26711 

, n  d L I  2 7 201 
SO ORDERED, 

4839-1571 -43 19.1 



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

1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROSEANN BLANDO as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE F. BLANDO and BENEDETTA 
BLANDO, 

j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 100725/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
J W  I &$/ * !  me- 

y i &  Attorney for Plaintiff 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. 1863.21945 

Salvatore F. Blando 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

JUL 2 72012 SO ORDERED, 

4838-8406-043 1 I 



= 
^ -  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

HANNAH HAMMOND, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH L. HAMMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 100741/03, 102892/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. ;L 

Dated: New York, New York 

c3 
Q c 

- 
SlxccCllLcl , r ‘ ” l L  

Id 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOW BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 21 2.558.5500 

Joseph L. Hammond 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

File No. 1863.27872 

JUL 2 72012 SO ORDERED, 

4823-5753-0383 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Executor for the Estate of 
ALBERT V. MONROE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 100727/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju&e and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3& ay; 2 OJ L 

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 
2 12.232.1300 
File No. 1863.21180 

cr c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 
2 12.55 8.5500 

4839-3478-5295.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL CARLIN and JANET CARLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 10073 1/03, 105 173/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
J L t e c l l 7 c l ! Z O l l L  

, " A. 

co-defendants, all claims and ss claims against 4 9 z% *. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Michael Carlin 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 
File No. 1863.17574 a/- 
SO ORDERED, 

" " . 2 'I ml2. 
48 19-5599-13 I 1.1 



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

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

j Index No. 100741/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRANK CANALE and ANTOINETTE CANALE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejgice and without 
c 
=Irr 

7) p: 

a 
- 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
3 4  W! 20!L 

Steven T. C&bin, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Frank Canale 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21” Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558,5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

File No. 1863.27831 

JUL 2 ’1 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

4835-8462-6447.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PEARL RABINO WITZ, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ and PEARL 
RABINOWITZ, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

IndexNo. 104381/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

c3 

c z: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r o z @ a i E  a g a m  

C ) P 1  'El - 
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed withprej$&qe a& w i a t  

no opposition thereto, Q 

' 3  

W x  

8 

XZ 
costs. s z z  
New York, New York m .- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Pearl Rabinowitz 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4842-0131-0991.1 



. *  ' 8  < c  .. 
b 

r 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
AUGUST F. WOSSNER JR., and ROSEMARY 
WOSSNER Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 126292102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with p ree i ce  and without 

costs. 

0 a 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Rosemary Wossner 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4810-9667-3807. I 



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

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

j Index No. 104382/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

EDWARD C. POULSEN and THERESA POULSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, New York 

Peerless Industries, Tnc. Edward C. Poulsen and Theresaoulse? 

Ti 

s m LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMlTlI LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4850-2228-0463.1 



WHEREAS, Defendant PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.,f/d/b/a Peerless Heater Co. 

("Peerless"), requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Peerless, 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 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

61 21 ,2012 

I I  
W 

Carmen V. St. George, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARy&SIUWH 7 II 

77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 7 - 
New York, New York 10005 Z 
Counsel for Peerless 

m 
/ 

00203041,WPD 



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

7 

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

j Index No. 102171/03, 127887/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JAMES W. MCDONALD, JR., 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 
G .. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju%e and without 

costs. -4 

Q s 
-3 

=O* ur 

n3Ft 7 
Dated: New York, New York &* ru r" c.. 

\ 

X C >  
\ ctcy acG/ 201 L j -g  2 0" 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS B~rs~ors  BTSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
21 2.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.15167 

Michael Fanelli, E q. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
James W. McDonald, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 72012 

4842-3362-9455.1 



I 

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

i I.AS. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No. 100286/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

a 
0 Dated: NLW York, New York s J& L V l  2012- II 

-k*&* 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 2 12,558,5500 

* 

File No, 1863.27855 

SO ORDERED, 'JUL 2 ?2012 
4846-9466-1 903 1 



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

[ I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 5.) 

i Index No. 10073 8/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

LOIS AMTHOR, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD W. AMTHOR, and LOIS AMTHOR, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
. ..l 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and 

costs. 

all 

the 

Dated: New York, New York - 
n JURY 2 4 ,  ZOIL 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS RISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

co-defendants, all claims and C ~ S S  claims against 
0 c 

same are hereby dismissed with &judice and without 
-<x $3 71 - mr? 'D - 

Richard W. Amthor 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.558 S O 0  

4840-16824847.1 



h . .  
I 

$ 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.) : 
j Index No. 100234/03, 106359/03 

RONALD E. HOEFT, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
LYL, 2DIL 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

File No. 1863.17891 

"? 
rl - 

Michael Knelli, E q. 

Ronald E. Hoeft 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 
2 12.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaint 1 ff 

IJ' 
/- 

SO ORDERED, 
JUL 2 72012 

4836-81 02-9903. I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY DAVIDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 102362/03, 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejydice and without 

costs. -4 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 

0 s 
3 (  3"cF x 

0 1 * 7  3 - nr= lw r" 
=05 vi m x LJ 

w x  a 
R 

t 

33 Jctey 24, wr L 

7 F=i=U s 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. David Davidson 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

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

File No. 1863.28467 

SO ORDERED, 

4828-7369-1 919.1 

JUL 2 72012 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHERYL NEJMAN, as Admnistratrix for the Estate of 
CLINTON A. MCCLOUD JR. and INEZ F. MCCLOUD, 
Individually, 

Index No.: 126733-02 
~ 

Plaintiff, / NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissingplaintiff s complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 

Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wiaout costs. 
c, e 

I Tr; 

Dated: New York, New York 

IS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Clinton A. McCloud Jr. and Inez F. McCloud, 
Individually 
WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
48s 1-101 5-5279 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY A. RIDDLE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of DONALD RIDDLE and SHIRLEY RIDDLE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

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

lndex No.: 127345-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Peerless Industries, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3 
DatedANew York, New York s 

Y 

~ grani, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, ?g u'4u .& 
for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 0".5$ 

Pe ess Industries, Inc. Shirley A. Riddell, As Aainis&rix 
LE 1s BRxSnOlS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

Estate of Donald Riddl1 , c1 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

ater Street, Suite 2 100 Individually -i 

n (212) 558-5500 
//+ ' 

SO ORDERED, 

4847-4072-9871. I 11. 2 7 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

LORETTA DAVIS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD DEVITA and LORETTA DEVITA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEEKESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et ala 

Defendants, 

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

IndexNo. 118136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
)& LV, Z O I b  

- 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims g d  cross claims again&$. 

0 
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

p 

"rl 1 
7 
R 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1 300 
File No. 1863.23007 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Edward Devita 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 
212.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4819-6850-8687.1 

I 

I 
! 

~ 
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i 
I 

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

.I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JANET POMPOSELLO GEOSITS, as Executrix for the 
ESTATE OF LEONARD POMPOSELLO, and 
CATHERINE POMPOSELLO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 110859/02, 11 1233/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 0 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and 

all 

the 

co-defendants, all claims 

same are hereby dismissed 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
XARY Lql7012 

Pete enetis, 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 

f l  

and 

with 

8 
m 

m 

0 ,  
L*b%t +;- Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Leonard Pomposello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff %()%( 

File No. 1863.13190 

SO ORDERED, 

4830-3 102-6703 I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

VINCENT J. AULETTA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 106509/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c- 

J& W! -WlL 

Venetis, Esq. F ttorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.5716 

0 
0 

-4 
s! 

tl - 
Xa 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Vincent J. Auletta _I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

700 Broadway _. 

SO ORDERED, 

4845-0755-2783. I 



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

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

! Index No. 1065 10102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

EDWARD SAMSON, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r m  claims against z 
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr$dice and w 

&; 
costs. Ps 2- 

F," 
cnJG a Dated: New York, New York 
? 

w 
I 
m 

- 0  r 

J& 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. -. Attorney for Plaintiff 

Peerless Industries, Inc, Edward Samson 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New Yark, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27277 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4818-7444-7375.1 
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4 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

BERNADINE A. CARPENTER, as Executrix for the 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM L. CARPENTER and 
BERNADINE A. CARPENTER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 113809/02,4686/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

* <  

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

$3 m c Dated: New c York, New York 
J* ztf, 2 O I t  
/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

-Q 

m 

William L, Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG D 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

File No. 1863.11616 

SO ORDERED, 

- 
4838-3980-6735.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CHARLES F. RYBACKI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 114857/02, 116797107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Gttecr LV! ?Oil 

P I: Venetis, Esq. f ttorney 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. 1863.8429 

f--%-l. n 

7 -I 
42 x 
0117 -p - 
&;'J N c, 
a a< 't 

7 %  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 7 

Charles F. Rybacki rn 
Attorney for Plaintiff 5 7 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
212.558.5500 

4832-02796815.1 



1 + 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORTS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ and IRENE G. KRENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 106693/02, 11 5012/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
c7 g costs. 
-4 
-%E x 77 

Dated: rc New York, New York 'p _I 

aq( 2oQ-- 

, 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 

Donald J. Krentz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1863.27468 

JUL 2 7 2ol2 SO ORDERED, 



-. . 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the ESTATE 
OF RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA and SHIRLEY 
G. CHIMERA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 16076/02, 106708/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejucbe and without 

costs. 

0 s 

Dated: &w York, New York 
s* wr ZDI2.- 

Richard Anthony Chimera 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.27390 

SO ORDERED, 

4812-2439-6047. I 



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

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

i Index No, 1 16079/02 
This Document relates to: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS HEATER COMPANY, INC. 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Heater Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Heater Company, Inc., with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Heater Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J* 'tq, L O e .  

ter Venetis, Esq. f Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Heater Company, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

FILE No. T3A (s3.26s 

LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

(212) 232-1300 
n 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4833-0588-4943. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

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

j Index No. 1 18528/02, 106695/02 
This Document relates to: 

HENRY H. WILLIS and BARE3ARA WILLIS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

ice -without 
z 
m r-= N 

Tg 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed *$re 
c7h # -  

m m d  cn 

zx E Q 
w 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
'Ln/l 2 d l L  

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.23934 

(1 " ,,*.A!< 

y i  ~~ 

I ,  %!> Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Henry H, Willis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

.X I.. 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
481 0-9057-1 535.1 



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

< 

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

j Index No. 1009 18/03 
This Document relates to: 

RONALD J. G. BOCHNIASZ AND GLADYS 
BOCHNIASZ, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preEdice and without 
C 3  

costs, 

Dated: New York. New York r- 

Attornwor Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 2 12.558. 

Ronald J.G. Bochniasz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

File No, 1863.17535 

SO ORDERED, A 
. .  

-y l7/---- ei Heitler JUL 2 7 2012 
4814-2400-8463. I 



& 

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

I 

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

j Index No. 127400/02 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. h; 
* ,  This Document relates to: 

CYNTHIA L. SELF, as Special Administratrix for the 
Estate of BILLIE W. SELF and CYNTHIA L. SELF, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 

and without 

I 

0 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prhdice  tL 

costs. 

k w  York, New York 

Anthony Arne ano, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGMRD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Cynthia L. Self 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

3 

4833-1664-0527, I 
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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: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND and GLORIA ALMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 I 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 106457/02, 109434/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 0 
D 

E 
;ET 
-4 

*x g fl Dated: New York, New York 'p 0 

*, ZY !  2 0 l L  'i 

er Venetis, Esq. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.5588 

William M. Almond 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

JUL 2 12012 

SO ORDERED, ~~~~ 

4835-6724-2255.1 



r 
S ~ P R E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

i Index No, 1 10776/02, 106508/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FARO VITALE and JOANNE VITALE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej@ce and without 0 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.15367 

z 
Y 

nm "p 

XQ 

rr 
rn 

$: = f 3  

*;;F. g 
x?-- La hJ r 
vj ;u x s  
7 8 )  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Faro Vitale 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.5 58.5500 

SO ORDERED, 

48484250-7279.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
'--COL?TY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No. 110848/02, 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre@ce and without 

costs. 

Dated: c New York, New York w W !  Z U J L  

Pete&&hs, Esq. 
At ey for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.15332 

n 

* I f  

"L I 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. .', 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
John C .  Buckley 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

SO ORDEMD, 

4824-7711-6431.1 

3UL 2 7 2012 



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

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

j Index No. 1 10850/02, 106508/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ANTHONY CELESTA, SR. and CONCETA 
CELESTA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preJudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 

J& 2q,zulZ-- 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for PlaintiffY' 
Anthony Celesta, Sr. 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

"rl 

In 
0 

- 
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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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO 
~ Index No.: 1 0046 1-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $32  12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 

SO ORDERED, 

4836-9130-0623. I 



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

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

j Index No, 1 1 1594/03, 1 12220/03 
This Document relates to: 

DAVID DAY, as Executor for the Estate of 
RUSSELL E. DAY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS JNDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r o g  claims against 
c3 c w 
e c1),7; w 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejaice and wi 
dx g 
r-*z N 
xt< cn 
Tg 

r)r l l  13 - 
m I- 

m 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1% ZOI’L  3 4  

r 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 I 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. / 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Russell E. Day 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File 

so 

No. 1863.15116 

ORDERED, 

4828-1397-7359.1 
I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERT FLAHERTY, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 040 1 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej@ice and without 

costs. or’! v - 
New York, New York 

r> 
CY 

-4 “rl d x  R 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
4830-13 18-5039.1 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 104638/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

+ 
THOMAS FESHOH, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants, 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p r e s i c e  and without 

costs. 

Fs 
Q 

-4 n *z $3 - 
N r  

m g2 cn 
0 a w  

( 3 t V  a r *: 

New York, New York ?% m x  - 
-. ~ ~ ~ A ~ w I F ~ M I I ~  
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Thomas Feshoh 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 1 00 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 

+ -  

SO ORDERED, 

48334866-3823.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of LUISA ROTOLO, and GIOVANNI 
ROTOLO, as Proposed Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SALVATORE ROTOLO, 

Plaintiffs? 
-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No. 103872/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this act&n, and there being 
0 c n *z no opposition thereto, 4 
d x  % - 

rn 
nv.! -I3 

m"$ m 
ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c$$?:cl&s a r n s t  

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr 

2 costs. 0 

' c e s d  w' $9 rl w et 
rn 

3 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Giovanni Rotolo 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDEWD, 
JUL 2 7 

4824-1 532-3919.1 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 104644/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRANCIS R. DEFILIPPIS and DOROTHY 
DEFILXPPIS, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prad ice  and without 
0 

x 
--I - 7 5  4x m - costs. 01”11 P 
r~ F3 r 

In g.4 m 
z g  
c3 s c 3  w;p: - 
w 
1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Francis R. Defilippis and Dorothy Defilippis 
W I T 2  & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 rk 10003 
(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

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

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

j Index No. 1044 17/03 
This Document relates to: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY and MARGIE CASSIDY, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p reg ice  and without 

costs. 

New York, New York 

r) 

rJ& 34 \ 201L a& / 

Fran'k Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
John T. Cassidy and Margie Cassidy 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & S M W  I LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1353 (212) 558-5500 

... 

SO ORDERED, 

4843-9759-13 11, l  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRITZ BUHRER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 104 1 89/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, New York 
+ j i . i . ad l  2 0 1 ~  +& 
Anthony Amet 0, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Fritz Buhrer 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ LUXENBEF~G 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

-7 

rn 
W 
i= 

4828-9535-131 1. I 



4 . -  d 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN and HELEN ROTHSTEIN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 104155/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

New York, New York -* 231 2or2, 
54 cn 
w7: -Lfc 

5 

N 
-l 
?1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

same are hereby dismissed with pre juge  and without 

"ct 

m 
"CT 

- 
r 

Attorney for defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Martin Rothstein and Helen Rothstein 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

4838-0023-0671.1 



Index No.: 125965/02 
P 1 ai nt i ff, 

- against - 

THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, 'HIE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

w- C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

2 I ^  

'4 " 

h :  ' 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 'f * 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED. 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COUR'L' OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEI, PATRICK GlL,I,, 

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

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

Index No.: 1041 74/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTTON & ORDER 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, TNC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
Jwu 'Lcp - ,2012. 

Y 

* *  Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys lor Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a n e r o s s  claims 
73 

e e b y r r r  
c 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the s a m & p  5 r p ss m F 3 L  2% E 0 

@""ti 

disniissed with prejudice and without costs to eithcr party. 

0 -  

-- C . L A - 7  
C. Dino Haloulos, Ksq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53"' Street, Suitc 100 
New York, New York I0022 
(646) 435-0300 

".. . 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 103523/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Dekndant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'IIlE OKONI'T'E 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be arid the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
er 
Q c 

71 3 
-%r s Dated: New York, Ncw York e3m p 0 

3hU UI  ,2012. 

c -  
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsherg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO OKIIERED, 

JuL 2 72012 



Index No.: 10401 1/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

13efendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant '1'1 IE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint against Defendant THE OKON ITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the samecqre hereby 
1.3 ,-- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3kI.te UP ,2012. 

5;: 
-4 
+x 
nvl 
I-* :T 
=a* :*; 5" 
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c x D >  % 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. . 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
-_ 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 I- 7 2012 



Index No.: 1 10744/06 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OYPOSJTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintifh' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and wss claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the s a m e e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Q c 

* x  4=: 71 
m - r ,  

rn IflP)Z 

c7:'rl - 
r-LT 

?%< 
25 

,2012 !$ z 0 
77 

3WJ ze 

*" I"* 1 bb C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullougli Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDEREII, 

JUL 2 72012 
SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: ' 



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. 105626/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERT JOSEPH BLASO and MARIA BLASO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p re juds  and without 

costs. 
c= az 
-9 

ex-! T1 
New York, New York a3-C f"" 

m 

*z - 
hl 

aclr 2 01% 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Robert Joseph Blaso and Maria Blaso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1353 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 1 m 
SKM - RCVd & Dtd: -1 \ 4818-3002-1903 1 



Index No.: 103333/03 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA1'lON 

JOHN H. McGINNIS, 

X ___________l__lll_r-_-------------------------------------------- 

x ______"_r_"ffl--_---------------------------------------------~~ 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X ____________________f_______r___________------------------------ 

WIiBREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I,aw and Rules 

Sections 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC'. with pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, TIlE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same py hereby 
0 s 
*2z g$ 71 

Dated: New York, New York P Iu f- 

171 s o  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. -4 

Dm -0 - 
=+ v1 

mx - ?% Jhlze scp ,2012. 

c, *p&-i ~ 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attoriicys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

JuL 2 72012 

sKH - Rcvd & Dt& - 
i 

NO OYI'OSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

‘I’I-IE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 104 166/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Ilefendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
2 c 
X 

Dated: New York, New York 
Jhlhe ‘up ,2012. 

- * *  

&&.? b 

‘k Frank Ortiz, Hsq. ’4 

Wcitz & Luxenberg20005 ‘‘*1J,\bq 

Attorneys for Plaintiff‘ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

C. Dino Halo&, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montaiio & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53‘“ Strcet, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

UL 2 72012 



Index No.: 104022/03 
P 1 ai n t i f'f, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudicc, and there being n o  opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE C'OMPANY, INC., be and the s a m s r e  hereby 
f3 

"rl 
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U;g a 
0 i 3 w  
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dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. r ) h - r i  B - 
m 

rn 
Dated: N w York, New York 

Jwu zq ,2012. 

Fi n 

c &222&_ 
C:. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Ilcfendant 
New York. New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street. Suite 100 

York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 

n-, / New York, N~JV York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



Index No.: 10401 8/03 
P 1 ai nt iff, 

- against - 

TI-IE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONI'I'E 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDEKEI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, 'I'HE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prcjudicc and without costs to either party. 
0 
0 

Dated: New York, New York 
3hW ,2012. 

' *  

* I  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 '1 % 

i; "? 4" 1 

', (, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York I0022 
(646) 435-0300 

I- 

u m 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 126291/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTTON & ORDER 

Ilcfendant. 

WHEKEFORE, Defendant T€IE OKONIlE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Deikndant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

c3 
0 

-! 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
s 

ri -% 3hW 2cp ,2012. r S r . 1  6 - 
&= ry I xl-c v) m 3" 
4% 
q = Q  

Dated: New York, New York 

. *  

1 '  

- 
c3 

, *  1 .- C . 7 ) ; k  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. m. 

'*i 1 Weitz & l~ixenberg20005 ++,, McCullough GinsbergMontano & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 105608/03 
Plaintiff, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X ____r-----------____----------~-----------------------------~--- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant T€ IE OKONITE COMPANY, INC'., hereby rcquests 

sumniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Vivi1 Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ,and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are liereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New York 
3MW zrp ,2012. 

to either party. 

. "  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. *" 1 , 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 '**<<j McCullough Ginsberg Montano'& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
35-0300 

,1111; 2 7 m  
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Index No.: 104397/03 
PlaintifY, 

- against - 

THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant TI IE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prqjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the s n m e x e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

t, c x 
4 
*z g? 

vtz tQ 
JhW Lcp ,2012. ul xg 
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Q w  

C . D +  2 
C. Dino Haloulos, 3 q .  
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suitc I00 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES W. HOLOCEK, 
X ................................................................ 

Index No.: 104623/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITB COMPANY, INC., 

hfcndant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant ?'HE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with pre+judicc, and thcrc bcitig no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that irpon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC:., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
r) 
D c= 
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*. , C &. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. +,% 1, C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 1 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg M o n t a n e  

320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



lndcx No.: 126039/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION dk ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY , INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE; 

COMPANY, INC. with pre.judicc, and tlicre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, 'I'HE OKONI'I'F, COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
c 3  
Q c z 
-4 

dismissed with pre+judicc and without costs to either party. 

"rl 4x g Dated: New York, New York or,: TJ - 
I 
171 

t-s N 
334 01 

Abku LLCP ,2012. m 

zg - 
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(1. Dino .'r2,b I-laloulos, Lsq. 
- m 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsbcrg Montano & 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York I0022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



Plaintiff, 

Dated: New York, New York 
Jaccte Lb ,2012. 

*, 

Index No.: 104386/03 

- against - 

'HIE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X ................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI?'E COMPANY, INC'., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims <and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., bc and the s a n i e g e  hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. 
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71 

'* * Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 .:", 

11* - *  3; 
, "4,. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Hroadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendcmt 
320 East 531d Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 127406/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFOKL Defendant THE OKON II'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendcmts, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., bc and the samedre hereby 
a s 

7 * x  9% 

nr*rl 3 - 
m- Fu r" 
=O-< vl m xg 
-=l; a 
7 ;"o 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to eithcr party. 3-1 

p - Y -  

rr 
F1 
3 

C:. Dino HaloulosTEsq. 
M~C~illo~igli  Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York. New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

A I New York. New York 10022 

I SO ORDERED, 
2012 

SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: - 



Index No.: 104029/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAKY JlJDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant ?'liE OKON 1IE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'll E OKONl~l'E 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis 

Dated: New York, New York 
JhkQ z(.Q ' 2012. 

< *. 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
0 
d e dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 3 2% 5 
I-z p3 

$2 e E a -  

rn 

v. " . , *&,. 
y k - *  *\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. %& "h, 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 
SO ORDERED, 

i 
. -- D 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for llcfendant 
320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 103509/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, N C .  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 0 

E 
-4 

c"31'11 

z 
Dated: New York, New York *Y #q m 

JbW UP , 2012. r 2: 
2< 2 F=r" 
Tg 
"x Gz 7s c .i>,- 5 .-$L" , 

9 
c3 Frank Ort& Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough GinsbqpMbntano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
-* 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 10351 1/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OYPOSXTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Dcfendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
0 
D 
E 
;L: 
4 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. v 

m 

"<z gi 
!24 VI Fg 

Dated: New York, New York r"2 N" i= 
?K &I 
Q 
-I 
7 - c c) 

C. Dino Haloulos, b q .  
McC'ullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Part ne rs 

320 East 53'" Street, Suite I 00 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

SO ORDERED, 



Plain tiff. 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,  

Index No. : 1 04 146/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFOKE, Del'endant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONI'I'E 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

c3 
0 c 

v X 
-4 
*x H c w i  "0 
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m 3 3 4  cn Fg 
W x  &! 
0 - .  - m  .-\ <J%L * 7 

dismissed with prqjudicc and without costs to either party. 

,2012. 
Dated: New York, New York 

3 ~ ~ 2 c p  - 

{ ** -'L* 

*,*dm <>& 
* *  - < a  

7 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Wcitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintif" Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, E s g  
McCulloughijinsberg Montano & 

320 t;,ast 5 ~ ' ~  Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

UL 272814 
SK)-I - Rcvd & Dtd: _I 



Index No.: 104026/03 
P 1 ai nt i ff, 

"- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE:, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I a w  and R L ~ S  

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

C'OMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDKKEL), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis 

against Defcndant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and thc samg are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
c: x -+ +- '- 

r-z 
'V 

Dated: New York, New York m - 1" 
cfr "T N O  

n;; !yj 4 6 ,  

m s  VI 

"x 
~- 3 h U  --- ZCI ,2012. 75 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

b. h><* *, s, McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
ork 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 104382/03 
Plaint i f€, 

- against - 

THE OKONI‘TE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Ikfcndant. 

WHEREFORE, Dekndant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant ‘HIE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the @e are hereby 
r”, 
D 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JhlQ 7,(p ,2012. 

a*, * ! 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New 

0 

SO ORDERE 

York 10022 

JUL. 2 1 2 m  



THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 105582/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant '1'1 I E OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with pre-judice, and there being no  opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dekndants, all claims and cross claims 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New Ynrk 
J M U  up ,2012. 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC:., be and the same 
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m s c D &, 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys lor Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Dcfcndant 
New York, New York I0003 320 Last 53rd Street, Suite 100 



Plai nt iff, 

- against - 

Index No. : I 03 869/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
c) 
0 
F dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JW ZIP ,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
’h . Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5? 
*z: 
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c-3 wg; 
D 
-1 
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m 
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C. Ilino I Ialoulos, Hsq. 
McCullougli Ginsberg”Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53“’ Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, - 
H e  

‘V 

JUL 2 12012 



THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 127400/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TI-IF (.IKON I ' IX COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 0 u c z 
w 
*;z: 7 

m 

Dated: New York, New York 
J h u  z ~ r  ,2012. om 3 ,,,- 

L* ry #- 
=p-c 01 J *  

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Del'endant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 



THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 103872/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant . 

WHERhI'ORE, Defendant Tl IE OKONJTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, 'I'HE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
CJ 
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*2z e9 
r"- q m N  a34 

Dated: New York, New York C3t'S p" 

3% 
W"X 9 

0 % -  

-~ 3 H W  2cp ,2012. 

T 

m 
.&. < <  L 

A T  - - 
t c'. Dino Haloulos, Esq. ~ .> Frank 0fl~Z;"'Esq. 

Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 k>L -8 McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys lor Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

*)ip<$ 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York I0022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 1041 55/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONI‘I’E COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X ____II____________”-___________r________----~~------------~----- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant ‘THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, thal upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. c, 

Dated: New York, New York 
-x Jhl& zcp ,2012. 

1 * I  

,&,A:; 

‘ %  ‘i Frank Ortiz, Esq. “;a 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montaiz& 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53‘d Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

&77- JUL 2 12012 



Index No.: 1041 54/03 
PI ainti ff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Del'endant THH OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the samc are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to  either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L \ W  LV ,2012. 
, +  

, ",..X" ' 

*- '., %., @$ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

-(z 
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W-f 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 7 
McCullough Ginsberg M@mo 

cc, m 
'lo 
ry 
cn 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys fbr Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

Ncw York, New York 10022 

SO OKLIERRD, 

JUL 2 72012 

SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: 



Index No.: 104381/03 
Plain tiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SlJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON & OKDEK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE O K O N I W  COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defcndant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDERHD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-- \Iwu.L/ ,2012. 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ?&\ y: '? 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 l'b i 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan& 
Partners m 0 

Attorneys for Defkndant 
320 East S3'd Street, Suite I00 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 126292/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

______"__"-__________r__________lrf_____------------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

J Y U  zip ,2012. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. e3 
0 c z 
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OF1 l-s m 

I =pF,*L 

Dated: New York. New York 
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\ P * <  __- I" --yzu+L -- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. b*$ 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Monta&& 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

F1 

.1..002 2 

SO ORDERED 

cn m 
P 
N cn 

5 
w 
- 



Index No.: 105 144/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-deiendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, T I E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6/96 ,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

JIIc 2 72012 
SO ORDERED, 

&owm 
* 

-1 



Index No.: 10091 5/03 
Plaintiff. 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONlTE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ri 
e3 rz:: 
2; 
--1 

f 3 I '  "u - -.**- .:a: 3 "f*f 

-- 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. Fi 
McCullough Ginsberg M%tano & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

SO ORDERED, -- 
p,fr i  s, nq- yrqj - [3L, Li I w I *  * ----I 



Index No.: 100855/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

r*, a 
c: dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5/26 ,2012. 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Hsq. n 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for PlaintifY Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, 022 

00 

SO ORDERED, 'JUL 2 72012 
"YOU 3 

SKM - Rcvd & Dtd: 



Index No.: 108209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH WARSZNITER, 

X ________________I______r________________------------------------ 

X _____lll_l__"l_l___r_-------------------------------------------- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - - ~  

WHEREFORE, Ilefendant 'THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no oppasition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6/26 ,2012. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 n 

McCullough Ginsberg Montam & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 100923/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no  opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

C') 
(2 c 
x 
-4 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

W - n l  
Dated: New York, New York 

4.7" rvf 
+? 2012- (7r" f3 - 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg M o n t d  & 

SO ORDEMD, 



Index No.: 1 10509/03 
PI aintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

cr: 
m 
E -:, x 
-4 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
VI 
P i  

-c :dT 
E 'c" "u 
;-) *". ~ 

m+ cn 

LpL ,2012. 

m i -  

m 
C. Din0 Haloulos, 
McCullough Ginsberg Mortrano & 
Partners 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 108780/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI‘I’E COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and thgsame are hereby 
Q c 
2K 
-4 -(--. 
n v ;  m 
r- *** 

“v*o dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
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Dated: New York, New York 
6/26 7 201 2. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h 

C‘. Bino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCiillough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 1 1323 1/04 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r 
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Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

_ "  *_ 

SO ORDERED, 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK r COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 103643/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.' 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L/tG ,2012. 

-,3 

TTT 
---G&-- C . D * " &  

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
' I /  / (646)435-0300 

.w-Heitler JUL 2 



Index No.: 100908/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary .judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same*e hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
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Dated: New York, New York 
LIZ& , 2012. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-. . "1 
("3 
r i-Y 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite I00 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 100904/03 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are h 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b/2& ,2012. 

"T 
5 7  
PI 

-.", 

C q  
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys [or Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

I 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

35-0300 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 72012 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Meitler 

sKH - Rcvd & Dtd: - 

P 1 aint iff. 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 



Index No.: 105 15 1 /03 
Plaintiff. 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'IIIE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. *"3 

Dated: New York, New York L p  ,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 5 ~ ' ~  Strcct, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 n 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 
SKH 9 R C V ~  & Dtd: I 



Index No.: 105 149/03 
Plaint iff, 

- against - 

Tf4E OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, JNC., be and the same are hereby 
r 7  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G/"L ,2012. 
h 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulo's, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 kiast 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

IUL 2 72012 I 



Index No.: 102 105/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rilles 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONI'TE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the sarnffare hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c: ,* i, * Lr 

6/26 ,2012. 
'1 i 

D m 
2 

C.T-2, - b)+- 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

i t  s72014 



Index No.: 108586/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintil'fs' complaint against Defendant 'THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2012. 

c> 
I C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. PI 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 11 1237/03 
Plainti€€, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONTTE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
0 
$11 c: :x 
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C 7 F l  

dismissed with pre+judice and without costs to either party. 
<1"" $g 77 

Dated: New York, New York #-- _/" 13 
rS l * ' " -  hJ r"* 

rn c," 5 
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L / t G  ,2012. 
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C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

J'L 2 72012 SO ORDERED, 

s@l - &wd & Dtd. .- 



Index No.: 115312/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, T I E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same a@ hereby 
("I 
c*7 

- * I  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+, *01 2* 
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C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
00 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 '12012 
SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: .- 



Index No.: 102379/04 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., be and the sqme are hereby 
1.. ." * '  
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dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. -4 ..,I" 

I--:. h) F* 
Dated: New York, New York L+,: cn 

0 
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0 F-r 
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+ 2012* 

c 3 1 7 -  ' lk7, m 
_- 
C. Din0 I-laloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York New York 10022 - ' A /  (64&+&300 

SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: 



Index No.: 105606/04 
Plaint iff, 

~ 

- against - 

I THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

I Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the s a m  are hereby 
< 'E> 
c: 
-zK 
- 4  dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. F, 

Dated: New York, New York + 2012* 

c ' 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg \\ McCullough Ginsberi Montano & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 a York 10022 

*. 
r 
rn 
W 



Index No.: 108806/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITG COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

rs 
r;3 
8;: 
2G 
"-4 

C78P1 -Q - 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York - 7  *x m 

m L -5 x m " F  
m :.: $;-" 

Cn;; N 

-1 Q E T J  

5/26 ,2012. 

I 

c . p  * &  

C. Din; Haloulos, Esq. c7 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

McCullough Ciinsberg M o n t a n a  

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
, New York 10022 

JuL 2 72012 
SO ORDERE 



Index No.: 1 16829/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Def'endant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'F, COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
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C. Dim Haloulos, Esq. 7 7 1  - 0  c .D&?5-G 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McC'ullough Ginsberg Manta@, & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53Td Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 



Index No.: 110255/04 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiiiis and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same @e hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
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C. I h o  Haloulos, bkq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JW 2 72012 



Index No.: 108781/03 
Plaintiff. 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

CY 
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dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York W-;."" c 4  7 
r-);; Q - 

N f -  g-.; cn rn 
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-$&- c . j3 ' 1  I,& 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. rn 
McCullough Ginsbcrg Montan0 & 
Partners 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

3 00 

SO ORDEREII, JLJL 2 72012 



Index No.: 1 10 194/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT A. LOWE, 

-------_-r_-______----_----------~------------------------------ X 

-------_--r-____"__-rr____f______l_lll__------------------------ X 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

___1___1"___________----------------------------------~-_-_~-~~~ X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'I'WE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L /i4 ,2012. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Strect, Suite 100 

New York, New York I0022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

SUPERIOR GROUP, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendants SUPERIOR GROUP, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendants SUPERIOR GROUP with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendants, SUPERIOR GROUP, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

M I &  LUXENBERG, P.C. MCCULLOUGH GINSEERG NONTANO 
& PARTNERS LLP 

f-e h) 

6-c cn 

q - ,  

z If! 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York, 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Suite 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 11 191 1/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
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R F ; ;  - - C. DinofHaloulos, Esq. 0 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan! & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
H 



Index No. : 1 009 1 8/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

JYL 2 7201tI 
SKM - RCVd & Dtd: 
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C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. E 
McCullough Ginsberg Montam & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Index No.: 1 13232/04 
Plaintiff', 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. c* 
c1 

Dated: New York, New York 

+, 2012* 
.R 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

E 
- + c n  4x m 
0 r . I  7 3  r ""; g:: 2 

Et" mg rw 
52 

Y 
Q pv 
-1 

C. Dino-X laloulos, Esq. 0 
McCullough Ginsberg Mont& & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

"Ifl 

m 
0 

- 
r 



Index No.: 108898/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITF, COMPANY, INC., be and the @me are hereby 

n Zd 
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dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. d, $3 
pki; -a - N r -  

m %”< cn 

E O  
c.2 

--m L”jc  - Dated: New York, New York 
b / / q  ,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino FMoulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



- against - 

1 H E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 1 1 1  780/04 

NO OYPOSJTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and crosskaims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New York 
L//& ,2012. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
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either party. a 
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?$ c ,j--"J-.~&.+p 
c'. Dino Haloulos, +k& 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 



Index No.: 105654/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York. New York 
G / t b  ,2012. 

3;c; 

c. ,V*,I& - T' c 

0 m C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite .I 00 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 ?201t, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERTROCCABRUNA NO OPPOSITION SUMn IRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

0IU)ER 

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 s a m m e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

(c3 

--I 
!z 
*z TT 
n f y i  - ~ 

oy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

New York, NY 10003 

I117389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EUGENE RISO JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7120 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

f4 m 
P 
h, 
VI 

r 
I 
w 

Helek Antoniou McGowan, E s G  
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulv,pey & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1794316 
11 1L 2 7 2012 L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
712% ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
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1- 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.'-' 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

17943 16 
\ 1111, 2 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/23 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

s 
5 
"<z: $4 
r)c-1 "p 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & -enter, 
LLP rn 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

0 

17943 16 JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney iffarpenter, 
LLP m 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

- - - - - ~ . _ . - - - - - _ ~ - - ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - ~ - - ~ " ~ - - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ " " " - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 102379/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

m 
W 

WALTER T. KANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7123 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, E s q z  H Helen Antoniou McGowan, E s q z  H 

SO ORDERED, 

1794316 JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _  ................................................................ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 116829/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 

IRVING KLINGSBERG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1123 ,2012 

New York, NY 10003 

-1 
dx $4 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & &en@, 
2 LLP m 

0 

-1 
dx $4 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & &en@, 
2 LLP m 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. S&h Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

71 
l- 
m 
U 

- 

---. , 

SO ORDERED, 

17943 16 
*lUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID CURTISS KOGEL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEMFORE, 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 
71 1.3 ,2012 

1 

New York, NY 10003 

E 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney &arpenter, 
LLP ._.. 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

.__r-. 

SO ORDERED, 

1794316 

71 - 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALBERT J. MIRRA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 1 2 ~  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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, 

I794316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD J. O'ROURKE SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/33 7 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
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Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 5$?, H 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & writer, 
LLP FI 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

-_I._" 

SO ORDERED, 
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SUPFEME COURT OF THT STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
Meitler. J.) 

This Document Rclates to: 

Walter Rabionowitz 

Index No: 1043 8 1/03 

N b  OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERJ2FORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendarit CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

OIIP)ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 1 8  ,2012 

c*i 

Judith A. Yavitz, E 

700 Broadway 
c"). New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 m 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Martin Rothstein 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

0 
T 

116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 7 

F;j (212) 452-5300 rn 
L 

SO ORDERED, 

&P 

z 
N 

JUL 2 72012 



STJPREm COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald Bochniasz 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1009 1 8/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and t he  same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New k k .  New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LtJXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

4 
d z z  v, 
O P l  !2 
f- 4: 

YAVITZ @$.,A& 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corposz+6n ;3 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
0 New York, NY 100 16 Fs 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



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: 1 1 1237/03 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Dominic J. Elario 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and them being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendyts, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
W 8  ,2012 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 20003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER E ~ N T E  YAVITZ &LAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corpor!&n 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

ASBESTOS LITIOATXON 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Lattanzio 

hdex No: 108781/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary j udgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P~actice Law and Rdes Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, c 
ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a e n s t  2 

c/, cT\ - r 
fl 
0 

d;nr, g 
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit& 

* 7 3  costs. 
92 
m 9  
A 

Dated: New York, New York 

FrankOrtiz, Esq. 
WEE2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

w -n 
2 
0 m 
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YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
ed Corporation 

116 East 27'h Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-53 00 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert A. Lowe 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1 10 194/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, h 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CcrtainTeed Corporation, be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JukI 8 $2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

_1 

DARGER EE~RANTE &T& BF, 

rn Attorneys for CertainTeg;SSo@atio 
I I6 East 27* Street, 123I3or gg 
NewYork,NY 10016 o . 

4 
'aE (212) 452-5300 

I 



Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHERIEFORE, 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 

3212, 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 without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York 
?--/ 9-/w 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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Maria C. Carlucci, Esq. ;4 
KELLEY JASONS-MCGOWAN 
SPINELLI HANNA & REBER, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FMC Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



WHEREAS, Defendant Affinia Group, Inc. (“Affinia”), requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs 

complaint against Affinia, 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 
t-3 
0 

Affinia, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costsg 

Dated: New York, New York 

? I d  A ,2012 

Robert M. Gilmaftin, Esq, 
SEDGWICK, LLP + 

Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
Counsel for Affinia 

‘ 800 Third Ave- Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

_._ ~ - .  

SO ORDERED, 

0020304 1 .WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_I 

He$n Antoniou M ~ G o w ~ ,  Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New Y& 5 

.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190491/11 

.................................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

PAUL J. DELUCA and VIOLA DELUCA NO OPPOSITIOP SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dwis sed  with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r -  

D d e l  P. fiduin, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

E r 

I 784459 



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 diAmissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Q c 
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m c ( J m  
v1 w r  
'p,, 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

He& Xntoniou McGowan, Esq. 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 a 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1901 17/12 

LEROY G. MITCHELL and FREDA NO OPPOSITION SUMR 
MITCHELL 

iRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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: rk, New York 

700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
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Helen Antonidu McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

- -. " . 

SO ORDERED, 

1195349 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

LESTER G. SCOTT and CAROL SCOTT NO OPPOSITION SUMR R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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: Ny,/pjc,  New, if;; 

New York, New York 10003 

179393 1 

r \  2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_"_________________________________r____~~~~~~~~~~~~~... .~.. . . . .~~~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 126292-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _  .................................................. 

This Document Relates to: 

AUGUST F. WOSSNER JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s a m e ,  hereby 
C3 

X 
--1 
-u 
r s  

m x  

- 7  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. C 3 v 1  q - 
W I -  %4 cn 

g = o  Fg m New ork, New York 
7bl ,2012 

Dated: 

7t 
I 

Matthew MacIntyre, E d  
Weita & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED 

I797055 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__________.....__-_ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _  (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 103530-03; 126681-02 

LAMAR CHANDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-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 s a m e g e  hereby - 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N3wljojk, New York 
,2012 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

c" 
I 
-I 

Hdqh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 

"rl 
I- 
Llr 

r 
Mcfilroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

. I 
SO ORDERED, 

1797055 



IN RE: NEW YO= CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John T. Cassidy 

I JUDGMIZNT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126934102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

OICDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are 

costs. 
7 ...“+- 

Dated: New Ypk, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

hereby dismissed with prejudice andaithout 
c 
X 

-< -4 *r, W T  
r)VY % - 

DARGER EKF&NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attbmeys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27‘h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN IRE: NEW Y O N  CITY NY'CAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126934/02 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

Silvio Cestra 
NO OPPOSITION SuMlMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, h 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against 
r3 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an@ithout 

costs, -<2 x 
Dated: New York, New York 

7 5 
r)n) 73 - 

I 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CmtainTeed Corporation 
1 16 kast 27* Street, 1 2th 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: 

Thomas S. Feshoh 

. I  

NYCAL 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No: 1 10744/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
CJ 
W 

,t -4 "rl 

m *% 
m x  0 

CertainTeed Corpor&on, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice @ without 

costs, A d x  1 

xt4  - c"lm 
/ '  2s - r 

0 
7 

# m 
3 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas S. Feshoh 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10744/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ar@ without 
5 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 Jl!l 7 s 

f l r - L m l  +d/- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

3 6 -  

71 
i- 

-.-I 
"Cc;r, 
C"ZM T 3  - 
f s; 
3-4 u1 
PI 

rrd;;; ="" 5; - m 
0 
-t 1 
77 

I S i  
E 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREhtE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler; J.) 
Index No: 126881/02 

Charles Fmicello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertahTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudicesd there being * G: 
3 

no opposition thereto, "CZ. g - r o r 7  i 
$ ! i f 4  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cI&agaU&t 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice anmoEFcr 0 E%- 

2 s 
77 

Costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. TIE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

\ \I Lv" 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 kast 27th 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 I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

! 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: I26039/02 

John McLeod (McCloud) 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed *Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.4---- ”?$ ,”% 
~-d*<,fl- CrM*#J 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

hereby dismissed with prejudice an&thout 

n 35 
dx 3 
w KJ I mrtl - 
x-f- cn 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 I6 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 126934/02 

1 (Heitler, J,) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward C. Poulsen 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests sumrnary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

I r) 
Q 

-I 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl& against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an+&&o$ 
4-+- % e 

m c$4 - 
0 % 

P 22 

r 
costs. 39 

N 

Dated: New York, New York 
c9 

ITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 2 '12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward C .  Poulsen 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, r 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without‘? 
c7 

2K 
-4 
-<.hr*  - 
i y j V ?  -a 
r-3: 19 

;o; C! 

e*”” m 

$4 Ln 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 1 8  ,.2012 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

* f l & & ( h l l *  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

:$ 8-4 

0, 
w 

8-4 

0, a w 
< .  

’71 

Judith A. Yavitznsq. 
DARGER E*TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

-JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN E: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Walter Rabionowitz 

Index No: 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORJIER 

WJBREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests swnmary judgment 

I plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all  claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
0 
Q c= 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27*h Street, 12‘h Floor 
New Y ork, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOREC CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1009 18/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ronald Bochniasz 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUJIGMENT MOTION AM) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC; formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 
Jm 1% ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

C :osts. 
e 3  
0 

4 
s 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ ~ L A U ,  LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 I6  East 27” Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Hiitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 I237/O3 

Dominic J. Elario 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMIENT 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 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 t& same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 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 

DARGER ER~ANTE YAVITZ S;: BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Louis Kinsella 

NYCAL 
(Heitler; J.) 
Index No: 108806/03 

NO OPPOSITION SuMRlARY 
JUDG;MIENT MOTION A N D  ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerIy 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 Dana C,ompanies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coidefendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and 9 same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 
c 

and without C 

Dated: New York, New York 
20 12 

*u*w, FrankO&, Est. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER E~U~~ANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, ZLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Louis Kinsella 

WHEREFOE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105207/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
0 

Ln 
E4 Gad@ 

rn 
7;.$ g @)" 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross C&S against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and fisme 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

r"f t 4  

m s  
Dated: New York, New York % 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attbrneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h 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 N Y C A L  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108781/03 

Joseph Lattanzio 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, 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 comphint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERJSD, 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 

0 

?1 oc 
3 
+E gj - 

SUL 1 8  ,2012 " " m  P" *g *s ZJ a*'* 
s 
-r 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, lZfh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(222) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



I SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert A. Lowe 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 1 1 0 194/04 

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 Dana 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 Dana Corporation, be and the &ne are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c;= 
;E 
-4 

nrrl fl - w " F t  4 Z r :  

Dated: New York, New York PZ fn-c n;, #- 
w;pi 3g !a m 
r, - ? 
0 
rn 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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 YO& 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 126934/02 

Edward C .  Poulsen 
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 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 &:the c, same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
-*,* Y l i h  ~ 

"l"r - 41  

--i: 

f $ '  , ' 1 3  - I . PI 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 18  ,2012 

gl=ukk&Tflt&&CGruJ.f~ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRAWE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

JUL 2 72012 
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: 

Walter Rabinowitz 

NYCAL 
(HeitIer, J.) 

Index No: 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

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 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 &e same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

a c 
3 * orxi X I T p  73 

r-s - r  E% cn 
?% ulx - m 
a E a  
7 
7 

Judith A. Yavitz, sq D 

DARGER E &TI3 YAVIT?& BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
I 16 East 27Ih Street, 121h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W I T 2  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

n 
"-""- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I ORDEXUED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Walter Rabinowitz 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J .) 
Index No: 1043 8 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
0 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. z! 
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER E TE YAVITm BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126935/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Martin Rothstein 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMBNT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 
t 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,,pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
f 

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 t@same are 
CI^ x 
-1 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. -zz - 7 
O P T  3 - 
rn- ru I" 
P-- 

t 23-c 
2TQ 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 

TI3 YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Ne$ 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 

NYCAL 
IHeitler. J.) 

This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 100234/03 

Michael A. Lucadamo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, f. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,'all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5 2012 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

tl 
#- * 

I52 

- 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Co@ration 
1 16 ,East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 

--" . 

SO OR.DERED, 

JUL 2 7 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105654/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
c3 
0 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossgaims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 7 1 d ~ -  
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

JUL 2 12012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 128019/02 & 
105959/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOM, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
c7 
(27 

-4 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross @ims against 

71 
defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed p & + 4 p r @ d i c d  

without costs. 

Robert Weisberg, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 1 2) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 112220/03 
11 1594/03 

-against- 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudce and 

without costs. CJ 
D c 
;e 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ By: 
JWTTHEW T, MACINTYRE,&Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys fc;r tlic Plaintiffs 
RUSSELL E. DAY and 
DORIS DAY 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: CLB55305 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

John T. Cassidy 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

Index io: 104-41 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

1 Wiitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no oppositian 

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 thgsame are 
Q c= hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. , x 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

iw* ry r" 
m 33-c v1 

I LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 Ea~t.27'~ Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF T € E  STATE OF NEW YORK . 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Francis R. DeFilippis 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.> 
Index No: 126687/02 

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 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-defendkts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
0 
0 c x hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. . - -  

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

I 

Judith A. 

tl 
- -  

-I 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER E 
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 

ry 
v1 m 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 ?2012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RJ3 NEW YORK CITY NYCAL ' 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126681/02 

Charles FuniceIlo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

. . .. . . . . .. - . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly ktlown 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 pmjudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
0 
Q c a hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

T=.: @ tl 
0 1 7 ;  "p - 

I n'";." h) 

DARGER E 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WIT2 & 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 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

IIJ! 2 72012 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY -1NYCAL 

Index No: 126039/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John McLeod (McCloud) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known 3s Dma Corporation, be and th@me are 

* x  $G hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
c 
2 
4 "IFJ 

I- &Z # 
o m  -r- - 
X A  
-0 

..cI 

m 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRLNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 I6 Bast 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

+" 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO& 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 126934/02 

Edward C. Poulsen I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMGRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEXCEFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entifled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly know as D ~ a  Corporation, be and &%same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
0 c 
X 
-I 
*E 2 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

o m  -+ 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 Zfh Floor 
New York, NY 1 00 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

'$1 

m 
0 

- 
r 



X:/BLA3 7674./le~a&NOSJMktA Y2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JAMES B. FLEMING, 
--___111_"__-________-------------------------------------------~- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plainti ff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 119781/01 & 11 1232101 

WHEREFORE, defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross @ms against 
c 

defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY, be and the same are hereby Gmiss@, - w i t w  

prejudice and without costs. 
h. m 

FAT;: li3 - 

Nicole Pitti, Esq. 
Attorneys for BLACKMAN PLUMBING 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

W Y  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

Weitz & Lgxenberg SUPPLY 1 _- ~. 

(212) 313-3600 
,/- 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 10073 1-03 
&105149-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby d i s m i s e  with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCTIERNAN & M O R E  
Attorne BA9 s for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 71 

SO ORDERED,-. 
Hon. 

New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 



Plaintiff(s), 

“against- 

A.C. & S.. INC. 

Index No.: 112220-03 & 
1 1 1594-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendantjs). 
X ________________________________________---------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
r, 

r: 
-4 

n m  -D - 
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismised with 

prejudice and without costs. m *x 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10903 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street. 14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED,- 



0 R I G t NAL 

I No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

- -  __--  - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : (J. Sherry Klein H RART I 1 30 

Michael DiGirolomo was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by 

Honeywell International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the 

Bendix Corporation (('Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no oppositian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
c"1 

Dated: New York, New York 
Tu\\, 2 4 ;  ' 2012 

McDerrnott Will & Emery LLP 

n 

"PI - 
By: 

340 Madison Avenu2 u 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 173 New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f/wn AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
the Bendix Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED 



c 

ORIGINAL 

GERSHON SIEDLECKT 

3 9.- ”*-.. . . 
E( 

PA .. k NYCAL 

(J. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
IndexNo.: 190510/11 

SECOND NOTICE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Gershon Siedlecki, was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix 

Corporation (LLHoneywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewF;ljN,ec York 
,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
A 

New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
Jk/a A IliedSignal, Inc., successor- in- interest to 

SO ORDERED I_ 

1; 

New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Plaint# 

d 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA’CE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 

Index No. 115012/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

‘% 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

rJ 
Q c 

Dated: New York, New York 

n ?,A- ,2012 ;t: 

4 2 Y  x: 
r 3 E  IU 
r)PI m - 

i In YL- ;g mnx z4 VI f;: 

0 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

Allorneys for Dqjendunl 
Morse Diesel, fnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  
E m Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Donald J. Krentz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINIC MICKEY M. LATTUCA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 120652199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC. 
Attorneys jbr Plaintiff 
Dominic Mickey M. Lultuca 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/ /  /' 

/ (  a 
Rosario-Chetta, Esq. wjg 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L L ~  

Morse Diesel, lnc. m 

d J -  
;qD 

Attorneys. for Defendmt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

cn 

ru 
VI 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES 1'0: 

EDWARD C. GOEBEI, 

'. 
Index No. 105623/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Jnc., with prejudice, and thcre being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

c) 

I- 

\\\  " WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. . T  

Attorneys,fiIr Plaintifjr Attorneys. for Defindunt 3 
Edward C. Goebel Morse Diesel, Inc. 2 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

{kin Heitler #iWM 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS Z,IIIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES 

*I 

Index No. 110296/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defcndant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defkndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+J, 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .I , ., 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ' '  (,+ 

Attorneysfiw Plaintiif' 
.James 0. Hughes 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

( 
SO ORDERED, Hon.& 

e iv  Mei t ~ e r  

cn m 
-a 
h) 
L 

E 
N 

Att~rneys~for Defendmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. m 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, Ncw York 10038 

Dated: 

N f G  0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASRES'I'OS 1,I'rIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES Fro: 

PI IILIP R. COX 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No. 114082/05,108196102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

coinplaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
c? 
0 c 

Y ai, 

2 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys< fbr Defindunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBFRG, PC. 
A ttorneys I fbr Pluintiff 
Philip R. Cox 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 'AUG 0 6301? 

?i 

m 
0 

rrr r 



SIJPREME COlJR1’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

,I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LI‘I’IGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

( 1  ieitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 104292/00 

DONALD A. CRIPPS, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. E 
z5 Y , w  

{Lr- ,2012 S= r 
-cw, Dated: New York, New York - o m  

-// f E g i“ 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. F1’ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald A.  Cripps, Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Allorneys, for Defindunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF T€IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 
rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD DAY 

Index No. 104292lOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary j udgrnent in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 0 a 

4 .L" 1 Frank Ortiz, Esq. (*+ , 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys<for Pluintgj' Attorneys for Defendunt "rl 

Richltrd Day 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I*'. 5 :  

W 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 2 m 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

1 New York, New York 10038 
(21 2) 558-5500 / (2 1 2) 79 1 -0285 

c 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

"rl 

CR 
0 

r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I X 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS 1,TTTGATTON I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 106574102 

RALPH J. DEGEORGIA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
0 
0 c Dated: New York, New York 
S Y ,  n 
E2 h) r 
4-z 0 

m+ cn Tg 
- ; = ;  

. p , 2 0 1 2  

IC- - - 0 
l&&iokhetta, Esq. % 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 2 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

CI 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

Ralph J DeCeorgia 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Allorneys for Pluintg Attomeys,for D@ndunt m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN R. FREDERICK 

Index No. 109589/06,114999/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

? 

~ Y%y , 
Pl"' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. . 3  ,-, 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, YC. **$-, 
Attorneys*for Pluintiff 
John R. Frederick 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

rJ 
Q c= 
5 5: 2% 

o pi0 C 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCS 
Attorneys for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

v, 

k) 
CII 

s 

z! 
w 

Heitler 

AUG 0 620t9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELA1'ES TO: Index No. 11 1436198 

RICHARD GALL1 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diescl, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 

, 0.. I 'h,," 
_< * 

'.. 
0 nr<IY"> Frank Ortiz, Esq. 6 ,  , I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Allorneys for Plaintiff 
RichLtrd Galli 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h.; T i ,  

(21 2) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C q  

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

c 

Attorneys, for Defendant R 

(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED 

AUG 0 82017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LTTIGA‘IION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT REI.ATES TO: Index No. 100300/94 

RALPH GESUALDI 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Dicsel, Inc., hereby rcquests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Dicsel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre-judice and without 

costs. 
Tz E 

P.4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 3 % ~ .  h”: MALABY & H R A D L ~ ,  LLC 
Attorneys jbr Plaintif’ 
Rulph Gesualdi 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys .fir De fendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. ‘ 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 791 4 2 8 5  

( 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ I\ ~~~ 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LTTIGA?'ION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

'I'HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA 

'I 

Index No. 116076/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

c 3  rn 
-a 
N 

y ,b,w.*- cn 
Frank Ortiz: Esq. "%* '$\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 4"".% #; MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCZtk 

Richard Anthony Chimera 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I h 

'9 - Attorneys for Plaintif Attorneys, fbr Defindunt 7 
c3 
rs Morse Diesel, Inc. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600mf 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 
m 2 0 1 2  



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: 

ANTHONY CELESTE SR. 

Index No. 110850/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., here,y requests summary judgment in L e  

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Dicsel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

m 
0 

- 
k ' '* 4 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y j  
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC. I.1 

Attorneys for Plaintiif Attorneys f iw Defendant 2 
Anthony C'eleste Sr. Morse Diesel, Inc. ._. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1-0285 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, Ncw York 10038 



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: Index No. 109943/02 

FRANK J. COSTELLO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

7 2 0 1 2  

+ ,i .I I, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. L-, ' q  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. +$ 

Attorneys for Plainliff 
Frank J. Costello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Rgsario Chetta, Esq. 

7 s  t 

8 2 -  

Attorneys jbr  Defendunl m 
- 0 -  

MALABY & BRADLEY, L L g Z  v1 c v f -  
Q $ 0  
2 Morse Diesel, Inc. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: m -201i! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 104391/05 

ARTHUR BJONNES NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” 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 prejudice, and there bcing 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 rejudice R 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintif? 

12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

M k A f 3 Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys f;7r Defendant 

in 
W 

AM 0 62012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
R 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDA MARIE BRASTED 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 107470/0S 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” 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 prejudice, and there bcing 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 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr PlainliJT 

the same are hereby dismissed with 

M A L A ~ Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys, for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

bE1G 8 62012 
SO ORDERED, 

r) m 

11 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 116141/05 

FRANK BONURA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

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-defcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be <and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
0 cr 
t 
ZE 

700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,fbr Plainliff' 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
AIlorney.s< for Defindunt 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LTTIGACION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH CHAMIDES NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105596/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 1 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the samc are hcreby disniisscd with prejudice 
c-3 u c 
5 
2 c. 
-€= 
0 (2 
324 

m x  
c3 
-7J 

0 

-3- c) 

rn 
MALAW g, BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys . f i ~  fendun1 
(212) 791-0285 

arid without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F r h k  Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY rr. BOVA 

.. 

1. 

Index No. 116852/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests suminary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

ew York, New York &a ,2012 
Dated: 

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr  Plainliff 
Dorothy T Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

c.l 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. - 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  

G 
L Atlorney.s.for Dqjendunl 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 ' 

New York, New York 10038 
1212) 791-0285 

v) m 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No. 103409l06 

SAMUEL WILLiAMS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” 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 prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Rcynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A ttorneys ,fiw Pluint(f 

New York, New York 10038 
AttorneyLs,filr Defindunt 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, N G  0 62012 



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.) 
I -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 127887102 
102148/03 

ANTHONY M. BOVA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTTON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
c"i 
E n 

e--* - 
.T.-- - - - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jhr Plaint$f 
Dorothy T. Bovu 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
A tt orneyis,for Dg fir.ru'cint 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 --- (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: L'?Q f i 7 a  
I I W '  " W L  



.. 

I 
SUPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X i 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES '1'0: Index No. 109434/02 

WTLI.,TAM M. ALMOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

,. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hcrehy requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
4 3  
Q c= 
31E: 

I- 
* 3 3  In 

N 
'*1 osario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCZ 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys, for Plainttff Attorneys-for Defendmt m 
William M. Almond 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE SI'ATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

._ 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RI-;LATES TO: Index No. 106509/02 

VINCENT J. AULETTA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ - I .  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and therc being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
c"? 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC. 
Attorneys jbr Plaintiff 
Vincent J Auletta 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

AIlorneys ~ for De fendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York IO038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, A infifi 

E i h  v om 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-,. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES P. CAHILL 

._ 
Index No. 1 1  6079/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F7 

a<<. i* Rosario Chetta, Bsq. GS 
“-Yj MALABY & BRADLEY, L L ~  

Attorney.s* for Pluintqf Allorneys ji)r Defendan1 E 

2 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

James P. Cuhill 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

m 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Dated: 0 

E 
w 

7t 
I- 

U 

0 

-m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITTGA'I'ION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

._ 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 113809/02 

WILLIAM L. CARPENTER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York ?,A J-, 2012 

"'%73* T-- 
%:h Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Alforneys for  Pluin@ 
William L. Curpenter 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 8 
7 

Attorneys*for Dejendant s Morse Diesel, Inc. m 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 



SUPREME COUK'I' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'I 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

OIeitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 109689/02 

DONALD CARRIER0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r", Dated: New York New York 0 fl/$ )A- ,2012 

4"" 
"4 = f t  /*'% 

I* fl  .% E *  ,.Ip-, 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. a 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  
A ttorneys-for Pluinliff Altorneyiy,fiw Defendant rn c-3 

Donald C'urriero Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 SO Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDER 

F2 
W 
h) 
VI 

2F 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

LUIGI GARRITANO and CERISA GARRITANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V,- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No. 190089/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/WA CROWN INDUSTRIES, WC. 

("Crown Boiler") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
0 
0 Crown Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
LlitLy 17 ,2012 

...- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for  Plaintgs 
Luigi Garritano, et a/ 

MALABY & BRGDLEY, LLC 
1 SO Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Crown Boiler Co. 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S‘I‘ATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN R E  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LI‘I’IGATION 

‘I 

NYCAL 

.I 

JOHN D. WALKER and CATHERINE MCLEAN WALKER Index No. 190163/12 

P lai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQIJID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as successor- 
by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS , e6 ul., 
including VIKJNG PUMP, INC., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests summary 

judgment in tlie above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Dated: New York, New York 
3.I ,2012 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Viking be and tlie same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arid without costs. 
0 
D c 
3 “II R 
E”3r‘*\ ‘p - 
ss r rn 70“< cn Fg 
m=sF = 0 0 s  
z ?I 

.+A % 
BenjAf%i%Darche, Esq. 
700 Broadway, 6t” Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
A florneys f o p  Pluint@s 
John D. Walker, 01 ul. 
(212) 558-5500 85 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneyhs for Dejindmt 
Viking Pump, Inc. 

AUG 0 62012 
SO ORDEKED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x 
JOHN D. WALKER and CATHERINE MCLEAN 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V.-  

NYCAL 

Index No. 190 163/2012 

N O  OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as successor- 
by-merger to BlJFFALO PUMPS, el al., 
including ROPER PUMP COMPANY, 

De fend a tits . 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Roper Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

coinplaint against defendant Roper Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Roper Pump Company be and the same are hereby 

in/ Benjamin D, , Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBEKC;, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorney,  for P h i l @  

John D. Wulker, et u1. 

dismissed with prejudice and without Wsts. 
0 
t 
X 
4 
dz n w  r 2 E  

David P. Schaffer, Esq. -w 
", 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 4 
1 50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I 003Sr 
Af/orney,~,Ji,r Lkfendml 
Roper Pump Conqxmy 

n 
I- 
- 
m 
-r3 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

> r  

SO ORDERED, -? ~~~~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'>  

NYCAL 

TIMOTHY MEYER and KAREN MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 
including ROPER PUMP COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190094/20 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 
WHEREFORE, defendant Roper Pump Company, improperly sued herein as "ROPER 

PROPERTIES INC., Individually and as successor to ROPER INDUSTRIES 1NC.and ROPER PlJMP 

COMPANY", hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs coinplaint against defendant Roper Pimp Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Roper Pump Company be and the same 

2012 

Benjami &&lie, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
Attorneys'for FIuint@ 
Timothy Meyer, et al. 

are 

- 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoWzosts. s 
% 

c 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 9 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, Ncw York 1003s. 
A ltorneys jbr Dq findun t 
Roper Pump C'ompuriy 

SO ORDERED, A 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 (212) 558-5500 

- SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITlGATION J:A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 101913/05 

DONALD H. BARR NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defcndant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing PlaintifYs' coinplaint 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 

defkndant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A ttorneys ,for Pluintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 %-* 
New York, New York 100 
Atlorney.s*fiw Defindunt 

UJ m 
P 
h, cn 
s --. 
w 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791 -0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
w 

Hon. Sherry K 1 q  



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS I,ITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
I.A.s. part 30 PART 3 0 
Index No. 190082-12 

CHUN HlNG LEE, 

Plaintiff, 

-V.- 

AJR LIQUJD SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant( s). 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, liereby requests summary judgineiit i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ coinplaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

prejudice, and tlicrc being no opposition tliercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DEAN PlJMP DIVISION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenuc 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

X 

IN RE FOURTH JUDIClAL DISTRIC'I' 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies To: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF SCHENECTADY 

Iloii. Richard 'r. Aulisi, J.S.C. 

Index No. 1987/2011 

1- 

WILLIAM ELLIOTT and BARBARA ELLIOT]', 

P 1 ai n ti ffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WAlER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defend ant( s) . 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant MLT-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

DIVISION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C k l  Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against DEAN PUMP DlVISl& with 
Q 

n 
pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, -1'41 G - r 

7 F O  m 
0 ;su 
G 

--I tn +ax 
r s  ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agap@e@dan 

DEAN PUMP DIVISION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with-ste 
.c 

-n 
22 Dated: New York, New York 

July L, 20 12 

Bryan Belasky. Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

MALABY & BRAIDLEY, LLC 
Attorney for Defcndant 
MET-PRO CORPORATION, on 
behalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISION 
I50 Broadway - Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Dated: A L E  0 62012 - 
I 

f * " _  

3 SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: > \  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WAYNE SEAMAN and ETHEL SEAMAN, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No($).: 100087-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X _____---------_____-__11_______________1----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 3 \>3\ \ 1 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

m 
C R ~ N E  co. E 599 Lexington Avenue 4v - 

(212) 558-5500 , NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- : Index No(s).: 1 1 1589-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 1__------__"l---_--___rl__________r_____-----"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests sumnary judgment in the 

above-elititled case, pursuant ta Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, disinissing 

plaintiffs coinplaint against defendant C U N E  CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: -I \( 8\\& 0 
0 New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2 
0 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORIC. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

STEPHEN MUXXE, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
PIaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- ; hdcx No(s).: 1 12084-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ll--__r-"_l-------_l_---------------*~------"--------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and 

Dated: 7 \ \  E\\ L 
New York. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

the 

- 

same are 
0 

hcreby, dismissed with prejudice and wi&ut costs. 
% 
+z!E 8 
0 1- 

CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 I 599 Lexinpjon Avenue 
(2 12) 558-5500 10022-603 0 

SO ORDERED, I 'I 0 62012 



JUL-18-2012 17:33 From:PGE LLP 12125363901 To  : 2123445461 P.3'7 14 

This Document Relates To: 

WALENTY A. BALDYGA JR. and BARBARA 
BALbYGA, 

PI ain t i ff( s) , 

-again st- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al,, 

Defendants. 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Iildex NO($).: 1.90306- 12 

: NQ-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X -""_".I.----------_-------"-----------~-------------..--"~------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judbment in the 

above-entided case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and &me being no 

opposition thereto, 
0 c 
5 71 
4 x 2  s 0 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crasscdta s rP Snf 
the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and@out c o s t s . m  

GE E 0 
m a  

w s Pated: 

A- 

Attorneys for PlaintiffIs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avcnue 
rk, NY 10022-6030 
6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the Estate : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
of MICHAEL P. LONG, and VALERIE LONG, : 
Individually, : Index No.: 120667-00 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUIIMARY 

-against- : .JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai., 

Defendants. 
x ----"___*_1____-1_____l______rc_________----~-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321g dismissing 

pIaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and thes%ei@ no 

opposition thereto, 

c", 

n 
r~ h) m m a 
mD"c q$ 
W %  E 

ORDERED, that upon notice to d l  co-defendants, all claims and cross cl&s agznst 
n -. *- 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and w i k u t  costs. 

D a t e d : m l J  a, %f 

P E  rk 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 / 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 rk, NY 10022-6030 

6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the Estate : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
of MICHAEL P. LONG, and VALERIE LONG, : 
Individually, : Index No.: 116680-06 

X ______C__________"_t_____rr_____________------*"*-~~------------- 

Plainti ff(s), 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 @dismissing 
X 
d c n  

r s  h) 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and tIted&eineno 
r,' 

94 opposition thereto, 75 c> 
l(ig 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claqps a g m t  

defendant CRANE CO. be, aiid the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and wi&t costs. 
2 

n 
r 
m 
0 

Dated: 

WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Yorki NY 1 O O W 3 0  
@ 4 ? j - W 3 3  

(212) 558-5500 

AUG 0 62012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE S'CATE O F  NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Docunient Relates To; : NYCAL 

JENNIE BUTERBAUGH, as Proposed Exccutrix ; (Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
for the Estate of ROBERT BUTERBAUGiI and 
JENNIE BUTEKUAUGH, Individually, : Index No(s).: 1901 11-12 

... ...--.*- ------------------------------------------------------x 

: I A S ,  Part 30 

: 

Plaintiffls), 

-against. 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND OWER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, PY 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et a].. 

: 
; 

mtitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plai&iFfs' complsint 

Dated: + '1% z 
~~~~~~w York 

Benja n arche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainrifqs) 
700 Broadway 

against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcrao, e 
3 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims g a t  d&da 
r-32 w 
%-< a m 
-3c E 0 

CRANE CO-bo, and the same are hercby, dismissed with prcjudrce and without costs. 
*g 
D 

New Xork, NY 1.OUO3 
New Xork, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

, *+ 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein IIeitlcr 

AIIG 0 62012 
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SUPREME COURT OF I1 IE STAI'E 01: NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

JENNIE BUTERBAUGH, as Proposed Ex(ec;utrix : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
far the Estntc of ROBERT BUTERBAUGH and 
JENNIE BUTERBAUGH, Individually, : Index Na(s).: 1901 11-12 

X -I-.........______ --~~...----.----------~-----------------...---. 
: 1,A.S. Part 30 

: 

PlnintifF(s), : NO-OPPOSIl'~ON SUMMAHY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDEW 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

: 
: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEMMAN, an unincorporated trade mrne of Crane Pumps & 
r) 

Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Wcinman Pump & Supply Co hereby requests summar &pent  in t% 

above-entirlsd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Setion 3212, disrnh6B pwtiffP" 

Fn complaint agalnst defendant WEMMAN with prejudice, and there being no opposition th@@ 

4 u ,  

0 rs r 
Ul 

1?% 

% 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass clalms a@k# d e a d a n a  

F*r 

W E l N M N  be, and the same are hereby, disniissed with prejudice and without costs. 2 
r, Dated: ?-1qv m 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN and HELEN 
ROTHSTEIN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 104155-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X __1------------_1"_______I______________--~-----------"-_ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 
c) 
Q 

% 
rn w r  

m 
0 = o  N 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32% dismissi 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and the& bel@ n 
- - I w  
*r"- m 0 

334 
opposition thereto, zz w 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross a i m s  against 
A 

i5 
defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without m costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler - '7 

" : i d  8 Bid: / ' "c&%i - PL \ *  



GERALD F. KELTY JR. and TERESA DAVIS : 
KELTY, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 126934-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X -__"__________1_______________r_________I---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and Nthout costs. 
Q 

Dated: 7 \ T 3  ( \S 3 
New York, New York +x  

700 Broadway m 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue +" 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
p.lltl 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD F. KELTY JR. and TERESA DAVIS : 
KELTY, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 104397-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice andaithout costs. 

-4 cn 
o m  'p 

Dated: -\ k-3 \ \L E" 
*,?: m New York, New York -y&& Fllz crfJ 

0 tkil lford Kneis, Esq. &z 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ~ 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



RECEIVED 

: 

: 

a 

AUG 0 1 2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

INDEXNO.: 11-190131 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

BERNARD BROWNE AND LOURDES 
BROWNE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et. al. 
Defendants. 

PART 30 
: I ASBESTOS MATTER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHELLEK LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CBS CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Early & Strauss. LLC f I 
d x  
r n f ’ F %  r c  

360 “Lexington Avenue, 20d’ Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Three Gateway Center, 12t’1 Floor 
Newark, New Jerscy 07 102 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC g+: 
:$ g 
w?a 

1 

NJ/606782v I 



Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant- 

3 Barker Avenue, WhitQlainWY &l 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10036 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4* Floor 

Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914)682-3300 on 25 -a - 
rs hs r 

rn s-4 CFI 
qg 
0 w 0 

ARMSTRONG INTEQATIONAL INC. 

ax 
71 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r w i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney 8 Carpenter, 
LLP X a 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. &th $&iter.? 

c 

LEO G. PALMER NO OPPOSITION SUMh 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 !23 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

17943 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILBUR W. SMITH NO OPPOSITION suMn,,u I 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

0 
0 e dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/73 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I-. 

SO ORDERED, 

17943 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOMINICK SODANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
71- ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w m 
"0 
h) 
cn 

!E 
w 

w 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & %enter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

" I  

__ I - "" 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WALTER J. URBANIK 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. : 1009 1 5/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
c> 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York Sln-l -L-l r 

gi! 

-4 "Irpc' & 
"cx 

New York, NY 10003 

/ 

-4.J ";*; g 
I 

Y ry 

c3 .-  
Helen Antoniou McGowan, g q .  

r m-. 
Q 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mavaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

a 

1794316 JUL 2 '12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELMONT E. WARDWELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sa* c- are hereby 
n 
G. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7/23' ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

3. 

C', 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1794316 L U L  2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH WARSZNITER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same a rge reby  
0 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7123 ,2012 

d'\ P 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helerfi Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

JUL 2 72012 17943 I6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

BEVERLY M. WEBSTER NO OPPOSITION SUMhARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same arehereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/23 ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

z m 

. 

SO ORDERED, 

71 

rn 
0 

F 

17943 16 



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.: 110509/03 

_."."___"__-____________________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

STEVE D. WHITE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are &reby 
Y 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/91 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

E 

-% s 
&= ru 
3 D - C  cn 3% 
"x 2 

5 

r 
-I 

w 

"II 

m 
Hel'en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

tl 

n"l 
0 

i= 

JUL 2 720l2 
1794316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES W. CALLINAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/25 ,2012 

t ' b  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1794316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
...................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW DOYCHAK 

Index No,: 105654103; 100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

c% 
Q dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
8i 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/23 ,2012 

n 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

W* 

oniou McGowan, Esq. 2 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

17943 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  

TYRELL T. MOM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
f" 

I 
against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same a rde reby  

- 

It C)Pl  3 rrlr 

--I 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. *"(7;E: 

r-- & "Z  

Dated: New York, New York 4- 2 
3% 
vlx 2 s : -  . 1/23 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

I 
P7 
c3 

SO ORDERED, 

1794316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN CARBONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_"._____________________________________-----"~"~~-.--....-~.-"-.--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same a~ I*.c hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e y v k N e w ,  

New York, NY 10003 

Heien Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1777389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 1795/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CALABRESE, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, \ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A . 0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al. 

\ 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossgaims against 
c 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby &niss& w i m  
x m  r)m 'p - 

mP"( Cn prejudice and without costs. 
X a  

F F  r 
Gg - m 
0 1 E O  

rjic'oie Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street, 23rd F1. 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rudolph F. Calabrese 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-269428 

(N0157545-1) AtJG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 108982l02 

DAVID WEAVER 
NO OYYOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Delendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d6 ,, 

c'5 cr c 
X 
4 
*x 
-!"If 

,CT0 4 2  

- I  

1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I s 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys< fbr Plaint@ 0 

David Weaver +1 
75; 700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 m 

New York, New York 10003 

7j 

New Y ork, New Y ork 10038 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

R6sario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LI 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

c3 rn 
T, 
N 
cn 

llEl 
N 

w 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

._ 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAI, 
ASBESTOS LI’TIGRTTON I.A.S. Part 30 

(1 leitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY H. WILLIS 

Index No. 118528/02 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, N w York TLT, 2012 
? 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr  P l u i n t ~  
Henry H. Willis 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Kosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L L z x  

“<F 

Fg 

o m  r 4,- G- 
MALABY & BRADLEY, L L z x  

TI 

rn 
Attorney,s.fijr Defendant 11 
Morse Diesel, Inc. E 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMEN‘I’ RELATES TO: 

THOMAS MICHAEL WIMMER 

Index No. 108985/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hcrcby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same arc hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ork 
2012 

i’v. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  
Attorneys for Pluintiir AttorneyLs,fi)r Defendant 0 

- 
m Thomas Michael Wimmer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

_. ~ ” 

SO ORDERED, 

x 
‘p 

h) 
Ln 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GERALD BEERS AND JANE BEERS 

Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

u 

Belldck & Fox LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

c) 
CI c 

La Soma & Beneventano ~g 
Attorney for Defendant c"x 

ARMSTRONG INTERN~~IONTL. 

"1"1 - 
r 

I ;; 
3 Barker Avenue, White Pl$s, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

AUC; 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT 01: THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMEN'l' RELATES TO: 

EDWARD SAMSON 

1- 

Index No. 106510102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicand without 

costs. -4 

c 
;L 

-k 
c7rv 

x -- 
mzx 

gs 
Fg 
Q 
-I 
% 

Dated: New York, N w York 
7/& 2012 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicand without 

costs. 
c 
;L 

2 7 
c7rv w - re m-- j- 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

i /c ... J 
Rosario Chetta, Bsq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC. 
'4 ttorneys jbr Plaintiff 
Edward Samson Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212),791-0285 

. - ---A- 
r/ _ _  . . Dated: 



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 REI.ATES TO: Index No. 111064198 

FRANK T. SKRABACZ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r q  

!< t 
. *  4 ' -  

-. 

Frank Ortiz, &sq."' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Allorneys for  Plaintjff 
Frank T. Skrabacz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

0f-J 1 

Rosario Chet a, Esq. *g 

Morse Diesel, Inc. n 

MALABY & BRADLEY, ae 
Attorneys fiir Dq%ndunt 11 

E 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

'17 

(212) 791-0285 

MALABY & BRADLEY, 
Attorneys fiir Dq%ndunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 
(212) 791-0285 



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 

(Heitler, J .) 

Index No. 112709/02 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATE;S TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBUKG 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby rcquests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r .  

. , ,  'ti. , /  ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Charles Sneckenhurg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

"tl 
r 
m 
0 

- 
Altorneys jbr  Defendun/ ?5 -4 
Morse Diesel, Inc. PI 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IRVING SPITZ 

1% 

Index No. 106266102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against del'endant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
es 
0 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for  Plaintjf 
Irving Spitz Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, $gc 
Attorneys for Defindunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

71 

m 
U 

F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF’ NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS IJTIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
_ _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES ‘PO: Index No. 114859/02 

DONALD L. STERNER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudicc, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. c‘4 

n . 1 I T  TI  1 I T .  T T .  1 

, *  
$ I *> 

5 ’  ---. (-- E L -  id 
* Q  

s Rosario Chetta, Esq. -7, 

G ( 4  Frank Ortiz, €%q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr Plaintifjr 
Donald L. Sterner 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, L‘iC 
Attorneys. for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TIlF WA’l’E O F  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: 

FARO P. VITALE 

Index No. 110776l02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
7ff ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PluintifJ‘ 
Furo P. Vitale 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

c-3 
c3 .c= x g[j; 

7 
R Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LEC 
Attorneys jiw Dejkndunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suitc 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT KELATES TO: 

WESLlE WALDRON 

1% 

Index No. 110319/02 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

a s 
costs. 

Y 

, < 

, .’ I./ 1 .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys* for I’luinfiif 
Weslie Wuldron Morse Diesel, Jnc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, Lm 
Attorneys* fbr Dejindunl 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Dated: 
Hon. 

AllG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
lW RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

‘1’1 IOMAS J. WALSH 

Index No. 103811/01 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

the 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prcjudice and without 

costs. 

Datcd: New York, ew York 
?Yak, 2012 

.”,, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

“rl 

m 
0 

i= 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
A~lorney.s,fbr Plaintgf Attorneys for Defendunt 
Thomas J. Walsh 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RE1,ATES ‘ I O :  

AARON 0 ’ BRIEN 

Index No. 113939/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
c3 

x: 
defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a@l without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ?//”; 2012 

F1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.” I MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jiir Plaintiif‘ 
Aaron 0 ’Brim 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A ttorneys. for Dejendunl 
Morse Diesel, inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

AIJG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~_ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBES'I'OS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KOCCO L. PELUSO, JR. 

' X  

Index No. 105625102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests suminary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
0 

X 
defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a& without 

costs. 22 g 7 om -D Ir*l 

Dated: New York, ew York G* F3 * ,2012 f16 i2:g 4 e 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jiw Defindmt 
Morse Diesel, Im. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys Jbr Plaintiff 
Hocco L. Peluso, .Jr. 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAT, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

( I  leitler, J.) 
~ .. 
'I'HIS DOCUMENT RELA'I'KS TO: Index No. 110859/02 

LEONARD POMPOSELLO 
NO OPPOSTTlON 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests suminary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clainiwgainst 
CJ 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the, same 

costs. 

,'I,. 

1- 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice a@ without 
-I 
-=rc - 
35 u1 

om 3 
&* h, 

1- 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice a@ without 
-I 
-=rc - om 3 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
, A 
Rosario ChettayEsq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ' / A  

Attorneys for Pluint@ 
Leonard Pompasello Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, f br De fendunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 285 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COlJRT OF 7l4E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

INM NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD J. POTTER 

Index No. 108610/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
c3 
0 costs. c 
3 
*x - -n 
o m  q - 
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3% m "x 
5? - u  
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m ;T" 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Y >. I .  Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys*for Plaintiff Altorneys* fi)r Defendant 
Richard J Potter 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

AUG 0 62012 



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 -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 105559102 

JOHN REINA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgrncnt in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

costs. 

Dated: New 

and without 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintgf 
,John Reina Morse Diesel, h c .  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 793-0285 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

, I  I ,  

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

AtlG 0 62012 



SUPREME COUK1’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

+. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NORMAN JAMES REINAKD 

Index No. 114650/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hcreby dismissed with pre-judice andrrJithout 

costs. 

Dated: New York, w York 
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Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ‘ 

Attorneys-for Pluintjf Attorneysjbr Defendant 
Norman James Reinard 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, lnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

_- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CI'I'Y NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 109704/08 

GERARD0 RUBINO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice agd without 

costs. 0 c: z 
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Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
A ttorneys I fhr Defindmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New Yvrk 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr Pluinliff 
Gerard0 R uh in0 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES F. RYBACKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 116797/07,114857/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

-, 2012 

,I . i’ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles F. Ryhucki 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  
Attorneys-for Defindunt n Fi 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

AUG 0 62012 



COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

( I  Icitler, J.) 

Tl-rlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO 

Index No. 108750/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI3 ORDER 

'. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
~ $ r 7 2 0 1 2  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys fir Pluintiff 
Joseph Laviero 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

"I 1) 10 
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MALABY & BRADLEY, LLCS 

Morse Diesel, Innc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Altorneys for Defendunt m 

(212) 558-5500 1-0285 

SO ORDERED. 
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AUG 0 62012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.- 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAI, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL P. MANGONA 

Index No. 105712/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York,G\Tew York 

c U 
Rosario Chetta, Bsq. i Y 3 

MALABY & BRADLEY, L L C ~  ?. < 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. $ <  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

Curl P. Mungona Morse Diesel, lnc. r 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys* for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 8 

(212) 791-0285 (212) 558-5500 I’ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURI’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 %  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD M. MCINERNEY, JR. 

Index No. 1 14873/02 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC% G O  
% 

-%e 

z! Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward M. McInerney, .Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

A ttorneys.for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, fnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



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.) 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 120250/99 

WARREN H. McNALLY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and thcre being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

same 

Dated: New York, New York 
;/$,7 2012 

are hereby dismissed with prejudicecfiand without 
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Frank Ortizl'Esq. 1 I >  Rosario Chett:, Esq. rn 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC. h> MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attcirneysjbr Plaintifl Attorneys, for llefindunt 
Warren H. McNdly 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* I '  I 
\ 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
1 50 Broadway, Suitc 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

so ORDERED, 

2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KENNETH Ci. MILLER 

Index No. 1 I0305102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

r) 
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3' 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. v\ $v9 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Atlorney,s* for. Pluintifl 1 R -  Amrneys jor Defendant 
Kenneth G. Miller Morse Diesel, Innc. +I 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 m 3 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



SUPREME COURT OF ' r m  s'rArE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(I leitler, J .) 

.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 110297/02 

JOHN 1-1. JAKWAY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1. .. __ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, N w York +, 2012 

i', 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Kosario Chetta, Esq. rJ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
AttorneyLs,for Pluintifl Attorneys for D&&nt 
.John H. Jukwuy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, E C  

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 62012 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT E. KERNS 

Index No. 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDEK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, lnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Ilicsel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and witbut  

costs. 

,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. * d  

Attorneys jbr Plainiiff 
Robert E. Kerns 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
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MALABY & R R A D L E ~ L L C  
Attorneys, fiir l h f endmt  ,- 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 
(2 12) 791 -0285 

AUG 0 62012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TIS€-IMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. ~ hereby requests suminary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to I'TSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., IN(:. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA'IION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

I") Dated: Albertson, New York c.3 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

rneys for Defendant 
TISH MAN CONSTR IJCTION 2 
CORPORATION, as Successof. 'i'n 
Interest to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 

Ibertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr 



SIJPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 1,TTIGATTON 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FKANCIS 1. SMITH I.A.S. Part 30, (flcitlcr, J.) 

lndex No: 1 18280/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f / k h  BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly natncd as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 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 against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Jnc., improperly named as Premier Refract&, Inc. f/Wa - 4 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudis  and witho 

Oi.1 p - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

No.: 473.9 1979 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Kclates to: 

HAROLD L. ANTHONY 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitlcr, J.) 

Index No: 1 10755104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adiencc, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hcreby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adicnce f/Wa HMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 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 against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismisscd with prejudice a d  without 

costs. s 

m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Y.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



r 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA‘I’JON 
This Document Relates to: NYCAI,  

KONALD B. YET‘I’ER I.A.S. Part 30, (Ikit ler,  J.) 
Index No: 1 16648/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a RMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby rcqucst suminary .judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Iiules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., impropcrly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, lnc., improperly named as Preniier Refractories, Tnc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a e w i t h o u t  
E3 

7Lf: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

No.: 473.91984 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPKEME COURT OF ‘THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBES‘I’OS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HENRY A. UMNIK I.A.S. Part 30, (lleitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 11589/03 & 
1 12075/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adicnce f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adiencc, Inc. f/k/a RMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, lnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractorie$Jnc. f/k/a 

Frank OrtizTEsq. 

c 
Adicnce, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice BJd without 

costs. h 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, Y.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa HMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.91983 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

,;!/; 720,z 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: -NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L I T I G ~ T I O N  
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPI 1 SORREN'LTNO I.A.S. Part 30, ( I  leitler, J.j 

Index No: I 11622/03 & 
1 13686/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Kefractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMJ, hereby request suinimary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMJ, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience F/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, lnc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice .psi without 
Q c costs. E 
II LyT,2 $++ 
=o- VI 

Jame M. el ly ,  Esq. c6g 
"? - 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEE 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.91981 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. m 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - 

A 



SUPREME COUR'l O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 
This Document Relatcs to: NYCAL 

PAUL A. SMOLI,EY, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1252/O3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OKDER 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant Adience f/k/a BMl, Inc., improperly named as I'rernier 

Refractories, lnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adicnce f/Wa SMI ,  Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Jnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. I'/k/a BMl, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without B 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.91980 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COUK'I' OF THE STA'TE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 1,I'I'IGATION 
This Document Relates tu: NYCAL 

MADELINE C. COT1'HI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107035/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - "_  

WI IEREFORE, defendant Adiencc f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adicnce, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I aw and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adicnce f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a RMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 0 
0 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifils) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMmnc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
lnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMl 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92234 
(914) 345-7301 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This  Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

CARLOS BRADOR I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, .I.) 

lndex No: 1 17056/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f lWa BMI, hereby request suintnary .judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adiencc f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with pre-judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, lnc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. CJ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintiffTs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.. 
0 c 
X 

M ~ O ' N E I L L ,  O'BFUE&F 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 3 

"? 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa B M e n c . ,  
improperly named as Premier Refractoi 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill Kiver Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92232 
(914) 345-7301 

ies, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CDIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YWK-C'ITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Itelates to: NYCAL 

LOUIS J .  BIERONSKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitlcr, J.) 

Index No: 1056 12/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defcndant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
c) 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Tnc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.9223 1 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

'I'HEODORE J. BIELFELD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitlcr, J.) 
Index Nu: 1 1  1257/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f'/k/a RMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rilles Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adicncc f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa RMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Kefractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice a@ without 

costs. s 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Jnc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elinsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92230 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 42012 



SUPREME COIJIiT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C:C31JN’l’Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASRES‘170S LI‘I’IGA‘IION 
This Document Kelatcs to: 

GU S‘L’A V E  BEN SON 

I_-.--- 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1347 1/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adicnce f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Prcinicr 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request suminary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Jnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice @I without 

costs. 
t 
X 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

No.: 473.88463 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COUR I’ OF THE STATE 01: NEW YORK 
COUN‘I’Y OF NF,W YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASHES‘POS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

DONALD P. IIAILEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116294/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMJ, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Kelbctories, lnc. f/Wa 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 against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. t7 a c Ir: 

on1 - 22: rl 
K= k, 1 
GX” e 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, VBRIEG -I 0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) s 

27- cn xo m 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMrInc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Xoc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flkh BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92236 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, I 



SUPREME COURT OF '1'1 1E STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- "__ - 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASRI-S'IOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

THOMAS GLOVER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16967/O4 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDEK 

I__ I_. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Prcinier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Jnc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, he and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
e 

costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 
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& COURTNEY, P.C. 0" 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMmnc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, lnc. flWa BMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NKW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LJ'I'IGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANK J. FRITZ I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106014/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adicnce f/Wa RMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, lnc. f/k/a Adience, lnc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requcst sunimary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudicc, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as I'rernier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMl, be and the same are herebv dismissed with nreiudice and without 

costs. h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

a 
M w * N E I L L ,  O * B ~ E G  
& COURTNEY, P.C. R 
Attorneys for Adicnce flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adicnce, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92243 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COUK'I' O F  ' I I  IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS I,I'I~IGA'IION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SADIE FAST I.A.S. Part 30, (Hcitler, 1.) 

lndcx No: 1 08523/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f lWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adicnc'e, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairns and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BM1, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, lnc. 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 

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.9224 
(914) 345-7301 

SO OKDEKED, 

'tl 
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I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'ATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 

I- 

I N  RE: NEW YORK C'ITY A S B ~ : S ' I ~ ~ ~ ~ - L I T I G A " I O N  
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HILDA EVERHART I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114468/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request suininary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. Vk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a RMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience W a  BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Tnc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the sainc are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience ma BMI, Irk., 
improperly named 8s Premier Refractoh,  
Inc. f/Wa Adience, lnc. f/Wa BMl 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92241 .-- 

(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF '1'1 IF, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS I,I7'1GATION 
This Documciit Relates to: NYCAL 
DAVID F. DUNNING I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 1.) 

Index No: 100485/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

Wf IEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a RMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Reflactories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a RMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. .* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

cn 
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m <  * 
& COURTNEY, Y.C. "rl 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BM 
improperly named as Premier 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92240 14-1-" 

SO ORDERED. A34 
Hon. She&K"l& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
JOHN DRITSAS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10050/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, lnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudig and without 
costs. f ': 

0 
WEITZ & LUmNBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

S, O'NFJLL, O'BRI 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92239 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. m 

(914) 345-7301 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COIJRT OF TI.JF, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBES'I'OS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

NEIL A. DIANGELO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112944/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUI)GMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f'/k/a BMI, Inc., iinpropcrly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request suininary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, disinissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., iinpropcrly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adiencc, Inc. f/k/a HMI, with prejudice, and thcre being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairns and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractor ia  lnc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. flWa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 6 d  without 
c 

71 
costs. :i% % - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 'NEILL, O'HRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Tnc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92238 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COIJRI’ 01: THE STA‘l’t: OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW Y O K K  

IN RE: NEW YORKCITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MICHAEL El. LIESANTIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitlet-, .I.) 

lndcx No: 109921 /04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SlJMMARY 3 U DGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Preinicr 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, lnc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request suininary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., iinproperly named as 

Premier Rerractories, Inc. I‘/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with pre-judice, and thcre being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

defendant Adience f/k/a BM1, Inc., 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a RMI, be and the 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

improperly named as Premier Refractoriem Inc. f/k/a 

same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice T d  without 
el c 

7 *z $3 
C31V ‘P - 

to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

improperly named as Premier Refractoriem Inc. f/k/a 

same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice z d  without 
el c 

7 *z $3 
r - 3 2  hs 
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Mkl@S#W,ILL, O‘BRIEN 
& COU NEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adiencc flWa BMI, Tnc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Jnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f /kh  BMI 
530 Saw Mill Rivcr Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92237 
(914) 345-7301 



536.16390/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

LEO G .  PALMER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100904/03 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismisscfng plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant , United Conveyor Cogoration 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. pz 2 

0 

nwith 
“ C R .  Fl 

g*-c cn I 

cn= 0 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,Fgl &lam and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpor&&on, be and the 
0 - 
CI 
iil same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

& FLINN 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defepdant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350  
P.O. Box 438  
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936  

SO ORDERED, 



536.15684/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

EUGENE RISO, JR., 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE , defendant, Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

Index No. : 105151/03 
100731/02 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, h reby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

J i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
R 
0 c= z 
-I <- - 71 
m; I-r 

U 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, e$& aai-and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpora$@, y e  W t h e  

s a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without IfiOsts? 

r- *e' 

w x  
Q 

IATED : 

7, r,. 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, 'ESQ. 
JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ittorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

Dover, New Jersey 07936 

10 ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



536.15684/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

CHAMP ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 100731/03 
105149/03 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
e 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Ckporatio 
4 y pf 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. r > C ' * *  '0 

334 Ln 

r* 

prt with L n  --1 

r a i  N p 
m 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantqGJill c 1 a  and 

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporqion, be and tile 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without?costs. 

a m x  5 
0 w 

e, 
.*3. 

i 

, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B o x  4 3 8  

'dnover, New Jersey 07936 -Mhr SO ORDERED, 
ein Heitler Honorable e 

JUL 2 72012 



536.16896/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

WILBUR W. SMITH, : Index No.: 108586/03 

Plaintiff, : (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismisshg plaintiff ‘ ‘ 3  

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Cor oration, with x 
c 
4 “rl “(2? $G 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 3e: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,crt?llTla and 

the 

N 
z4 a xossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporaa!$sn, be 
m x  s 

game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutqosts. Q ;so 
- 
0 n 

J 
IATED : 

- 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438  

+-- 

WANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
VEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

07936 

io ORDERED, 

nover, New Jersey 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM JAMES BERTON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 198 10/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

0 
E 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN o WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTmY, P.C. X 

700 Broadway ~ttomeys for CATERPILLAR, 1% - 71 
nf-6 % - 

New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road ps 
Elmsford, New York 10523 % 2 f- m (914) 345-7301 Ujg 
File No.: 1028.93155 g 

xa 
(212) 558-5500 

v 
m 0" 

SO ORDERED, 



536.17020/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ALBERT J. MIRRA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein He,tler 

Index No. : 100866/03 
1 0 8 7 8 0 / 0 3  

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMWkEY JtIjGMFNT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corpxation, wi:!i 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
c3 

x 
-4 

nr'i "D - 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,sll claims and 

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporatbn,Se a x  the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutzmtsn &=? h) I" 
ccf ;A 2 52 In 
rl 0 2 0  DATED : 7 
E East H m 

FRANK M. O R T I Z ,  ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ver, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.18526/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y WKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

TYRRELL T. MORI, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100866/03 
113231/04 
111795/04 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPFOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, AAerd,y 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withmt costs. cr c: 
;E 
-I 

r I T ?  P 
3 *zr 8 - 

tl 4ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN rrl 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
!Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
- 0 .  Box 438 

,New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.19102/AJM 
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

SAM MOSTOW, Deceased, : Index No.: 103643/03 

Plaintiff, : (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, ,lerecyT 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre judice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withgt costs. 
c) 
Q 

-I fl 
r- 

* x  4;3 
r = E  N E4 vi 

D F T l  Ip - 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

12 



536.15784/AJM 
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 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler: 
This document relates to: 

EDWARD J. O'ROURKE, SR., : Index No.: 100908/03 

Plaintiff, : (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, h reb 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff'; 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Coqora t ion ,  be and t h t  
c7 
0 

-4 -<- = 3 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t w t w s t g ,  

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
-, P . O .  Box 438 

0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-X 
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x  
MYRIAM GALEANO, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix of the Estate of 
MANUEL GALEANO, deceased, 

- _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
Index No. 
190438/11 

IAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . O .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,,+ll claims and 
c:, 
c:.: 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be$nd the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts ,  
“tl:;Fr. la 7 
C3r”I 3 
t-,-Fi 

,/ 

6- 
Lance Perez, Esq. 
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mack Trucks, Inc. 

Mineola, New York 11501 
New York, New York 10036 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- -X " - _ - - l _ - _ _ - - r l _ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -  

IN RE: N Y C  ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
--"~---'-'~---------------------------------~-x Index No. 115520-05 
WLADIMIR KISELOVSKX and SUSAN J. KISELOVSKI, 

Plaintiffs, IAS Justice: 

-against - 
A . O .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d., 

Hon. Sherry Klein 
Hei tler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

m d  Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

lefendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

2pposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

:TOSS claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be an&the same are 

iereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Q s 

-4 

y, Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. Lance L- Perez, 
&AIMC)NE Sr ASSOCIATES PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mack Trucks, Inc. 
170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
Mineola, New York 11501 

" , /  (516) 3 9 0 - 9 5 9 5  

,ttorneys fo r  Plainriffs 
00 Broadway 
lew York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  
2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

0 ORDERED, 

4UL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, Index No. 120902-02 

- - X  

- - X  NYCAL 

__-_____- -_-____- -_-____I_______________ 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiff, 

-againat- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.  C. &: S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 
CI 
e5 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, TNC. ,  be ansthe same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: 

* J j $  Z & LU ENB RG, P.C. 

'Attorneys for Plaintif 

New York, New York 
700 Broadway 

and 

4 Lance Perez, Esq. 
MAXMONE & ASSOCIATES LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mack Trucks, Inc. 
170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
Mineola, New York 11501 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A I R  & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
by its succeaeor-by-merger to 
BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 290108-12 

I A S  Justice 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice Law 

2nd Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

jefendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

3ppasition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 
R 
k5 

:TOSS claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC,, be andshe same are 
-4 
42: 8 73 

m 
0 1 r . 1  55 - iereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

Iated: 

)avid Chandler , E 2 q .  Lanct. Perr -z ,  Esy. 
KtTZ & LUXENBERG, P . C .  MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLL 
ittorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
'00 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc .  
Tew York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
212) 558-5500 Mineola, New York 11501 

(516) 3 9 0 - 9 5 9 5  



WHEREAS, Defendant VOLVO TRUCKS NORTH AMERICA, INC.("Volvo Trucks"), 

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Volvo Trucks, 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 

Volvo Trucks, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos& c 
-" I 

"rr 
2 r r 1  t -1: ru r" 

rn u> .?*,J * 

D a t e d : ~ ~ ~ ~  
F,i r: ..̂  5 - 
f "  :*; 

LF;_cj 

'I 

F7 
- ; s o  #- 

Carmen V. St. George, Esq, 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel-for Plaintiff 

Thomas J. Maimone, Esq. 
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES 
170 Old Country Road 
Mineola, New York 1 1501 
Counsel for Volvo Trucks 

0020304 1.  WPD 



Index No.: 190042/12 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
0 
9 ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r k s  claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same R ' Jhemy - 9pI 
k, I"" 

-9 
-1.. * vr 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

'I / / A  I 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

6 . A .  - . T  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 

Y ork 10038 

rn 
0 

' I "  9 72012 



- against - 

SUPERIOR GROUP, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFOEE, Defendant SUPERIOR GROUP, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant SUPERIOR GROUP with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
D 
0 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claim@ainst 
d 

Defendant, SUPERIOR GROUP, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju&%m@ f-" * I -  - 71 
m-" h, r" without costs to either party. 3\ ?5 L"? cn 

0 
-Q rr 
0" ,2012. m 

Dated: New ork, New York + 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC: 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s for Defendant, Superior Group 

1 
ast 5 Y d  Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



- against - 

ANCHOR DARLING, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendan1 ANCHOR DARLMG, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant ANCHOR DARLMG with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
r") 
3 

Defendant, ANCHOR DARLING, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice anG 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
'"7 /a ,2012. 

A 

Weitz & Luxenberg,-P.C, Ginsberg Montan0 

700 Broadway Anchor Darling 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

T H E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 106364/03 
100232/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

W€IEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, piirsiiant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant ‘ I 1  IE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
p1 
0 

n 
r 

= g; “ m  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all clainis and a s s  claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI‘I’H COMPANY, INC., be and the same s h e z y  
- . I m  
4T m 

dismisscd with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

cn= 

2 
Q \J 
71 

0 Jcnw 2cp ,2012. rn 

-.-I_ C ’ L  !&2-.--- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff‘ Partncrs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C:. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McC‘ullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

ew York 10022 

SO OKDGRED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 105 173/03 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defend ant . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TM F, OKON I'TE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Ikfendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONl'l'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

D 
0 
t= 
2 

Om -3 r-z 
--f "<r: 1+1 - 
-I E4 cn 

3Mne zu ,2012. 

m j r  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

JUL 2 72012 



Index No.: 102899/03 
Plaintiff: 

- against - 

THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J tJDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREb'OKE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, Ncw York 

0 a c=. 

$Aw w-, 2012. 

* <  . ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SKH 9 Rcvd 8 Dtd: ___ 



Index No.: 1 00741 /03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Dated: New York, New York 
db! MQ zcp ,2012. 

I 

." '.v 

against Defendant, THE OKONJTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
0 m c z 
-4 

c3 P-1 
m 

*2! 

r"* N 
x 4  
X% 
m x  

- 

SO ORDERED, 

,-* - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & l.,uxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulo$ Esqr :"' 
McCullough Crir'%"&g Montano-& 

320 East 53rd Street, Suitc 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



P 1 ai nt i ff, 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 100725/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
0 
0 c dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

3 y , n  
gm 'zr - 

d M U  ZQ ,2012. ss h) r 
m z g  
U 

4x 

3 3 4  

rnk 

z 

Dated: New York, New York 

D w 
7 

m 
-c&iL k % 7 /  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulosksq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 8r. 

320 East S3rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. : 10073 8/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 0 

111 oc 
3 #  Dated: New York, New York dcz g - 

d W  w ,2012. PE p3 r - -2 u \ m  % a 5 0 
-l 
'3 
m 

CL *Lb 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

' r m  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 105546/03 
100087/03 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SlJM M ARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defkndants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITF: 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

COMPANY, INC., be <and the same are hereby 
t T  z costs to either party. 

- + E n  *x m 
-0 
ru 
cn 
w 

N 

Dated: New York, New York 
JW! w ,2012. 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintil'f 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsbm'Montano & 
Partners 
Altorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite I00 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

I" ? 2 72012 



Index No.: 115837/03 
P lai nt i ff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUkt zv ,2012. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York I0003 

C'. Dino Haloulo:, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 n , 

0 ad (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
w e i t l e r  



Index No.: 100229/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby rcquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 12aw and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant TI IE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
0 
173 t 

- 4  
+.-e G3 

I-- *p: 

h, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims gpd cross claims : 
*. - a ;* against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the M e  @ h 

..~ 
MW"' 
TY- :  m. '+ 
3:s' 
04%' rw 
tx 0; :: 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

"TI 
t3 Y 
-* 

Dated: New York, New York 
Juw _- Lb _*-- ,2012. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C*/b /&L- I 

C. Dim Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



Plaint iff, 

- against - 

'1'1 IE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 102478/03 
127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'I'tlE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 1'HB OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, g 
CI 
2c 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims andI -$p  & i m q  

against Ilefcndant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the samTjre h & r e b r  

disiiiissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

. 6 - ,  r+l r>r-: y2 - 
I- -F 

Z7-l T m 
2 Z Q  
;+ :,; 
U d > <  h@ 

Dated: New York, New York 
3hW zcp ,2012. 

2 
6-3 
m 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

< Weitz & Luxenberg20005 \ 4 *  > T  

n 

SO ORDERED, 

c - 2 5  1 & 7 /  -.. 
C:. Ilino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Moritano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Delkndmt 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

-... 



. .. 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 102892/03 
1 0074 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, piirsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and thcrc bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, all claims and cr& claims 
e 
2 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and thc same s $ e r & y  7 
f ir6 3 - 
m"- w r" 

nrl +? a 
z ( 3  3 

r-x 
33- dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
zya 

Dated: New York, New York 

s Jhme zcp ,2012. 
hl 

i 

@ * L l k r ,  
c'. llino Haloulos, Esq. 

+* McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Par triers 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 320 East 53"' Street, Suite 100 

Ncw York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, \d UL 2 72012 



Plaintiff, 

-- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 1 140 10/03 
100396/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Dcfciidant 1'1 1E OKONIT'E COMPANY,  INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prc+judice, and there bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-dcfeiidants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONII'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 
c3 
Q 

disniissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. si? 
Dated: New York. New York 

I__"- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for PlaintiK 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

m-2 a $ =  
-. c.71, - I k g  -.~ 

C. Dino H a l o ~ i l ~ ,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys [or Defendant 
320 East S3rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

V 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRED M. EARL, 

x _____________________________________________________-- - -_- - - - -~ 

X ________________________________________________________-_------ 

Plaint i €f, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: I05958/03 
I280 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Ikfendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' coinplaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, TNC. with pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that Lipon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3MW t c p  ,2012. 

I r -  

^- - . -- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Mont& & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suitc 100 
New York, New York I0022 

JUL 2 72012 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 105959/03 
1 280 1 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

c3 
0 dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3hw zcp . J 2012. 

$ .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

C. Din0 Haloul 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
JUL 2 7 2 ~ 1 2  

- ,_* . ,', 5, rh +d: -/ 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 1 18 I36/98 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Dcfcndant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prcjudice, <and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

- . . -  - ,  

i 

Dated: New York, New York +x % 7 22 -D "Ir Jv\U zcp ,2012. PI* f" 

X G  =Ow m 
m 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Hroadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
~ JUL 2 72012 



- against - 

THE OKONI'IE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 102479/03 
127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defcndant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONlTE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that lipon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, '1'1 IE OKONITE COMPANY, TNCI., be and the same arhhereby 
Q s dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. c1 

"* -rc 
4 6  s 71 

I- P rl, 
m 
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- 0 -  

13- s 0 
Dated: New York, New York 

SLUQ zcp ,2012. 

, .,, 

I_ 

Frank Ortiz, Esy. C. Din0 Halouhs, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McC'ullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 



- against - 

THE OKON VI'E COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 127888/02 
102362/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Ikfendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

suminary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, disniissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONI'I'E 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKIIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC:., be and the same are hereby 
c3 
0 

-I 
dismisscd with prejudice and without costs to either party. 5 

-(= %? 11 
Dated: New York, New York p23 -D - 

- I -  ,2012. 
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=I' CZ-, Ap s 
- .- I._- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Ksq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R~iles 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant ‘IHE OKONI‘IE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI‘I’E COMPANY, INC., bc and thc samc a% hcreby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

0 e 
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cog . u r n  
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Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attoriicys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos, Fsq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Strect, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



P 1 ai n t i ff. 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 102372/03 
127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant . 

summary judgnicnt in the above-cntitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
rJ 
Q s 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 w u  2lp ,2012. 

7- 
c / & 2  &-7 ~ ?5 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Halo~ilos, Esq. 

71 

m 
0 

i= 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCiillough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

43 5-03 00 

SO ORDERED, 
t It I t .  9 7 
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Index No.: 10593 1 /03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSXTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHbXEFORE, Defendant 'HIE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant ' l l  IE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, T H E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., bc and the same are hereby 
c'z 

25 
2 disniissed with pre.judice and without costs to either party. - .  

Dated: New York, New York 
\1UW ZlQ ,2012. 

I C Y /  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

McCullough Ginsbcrg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. REMINGTON, 

X ................................................................ 

X ................................................................ 

Index No.: 105932/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

T H E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THh OKONllE COMPANY, INC:., hereby requests 

summary .judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant '1'1 I E OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same a g  hereby 

x dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JLZW t ( P  ,2012. 

~- - _I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E m L-&&L - 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
*-*. 

SKH - RCVd & Dtd: --) 



Index No.: 100286/03 
Plaintill; 

- against - 
NO OYYOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

Dcfcndant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY , TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant TI IF;, OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9MW 21p ,2012. 

c * / L / L Z  
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. m Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partncrs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

M ~ C ~ i l l ~ ~ g l i  Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53'd Street, Suile 100 
New York, New York 10022 
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Index No.: 1007 18/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Def'endant THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no  opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-dekndants, all claims and cross claims 
CI 
6 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same Ee hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
\sUW LIP ,2012. 

- r  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 
Partners 
Attorneys [or Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 100727/03 
Plaint i f( 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Dcfcndant TI {E OKON17'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the s a m e a e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
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Frank Ortiz, Esy. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Ikfendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53"' Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUSAN McSPEDON, 

X ................................................................ 

X ................................................................ 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Index No.: 1 16288/04 
100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTLON & ORDER 

Ikfendant. 

WHEREFOKE, Defendant I I l E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKON ITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. c1 

-4 s Dated: New York, New York 
-2 

m* ry 

5% 

mrq V" 
F- 

O3X * m- 
r-- d h U W  ,2012. 

cn 

Weilz & Luxenberg2000S 
Attorncys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East S3'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 JJL 2 7 2em 

SO ORDERED, 
&Dtd: / 



Plaintifl, 

- against - 

'I'HE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Index No.: 1 16293/04 
100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant T I  iE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the w e  are hereby 
0 

-4 
rc 
%e 11 
c3m q - *  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York - r2.E 
3bW t Q  ,2012. 

-. 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

JUI, 2 7 2012 SO ORDERED, 

SKM r Rcvd & Dtd: - 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 106359/03 
100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Ilefcndant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint against Defendant T H E  OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thercto, 
0 

X 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims a d  cross 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and t h c a e  #$ 
r--4 '*p 
m-- ry 
?!E dismissed with prejudice and without cosls to  either party. 

8 a? 
3 Dated: New York, New York 

J L U e  LCP , 20 12. ;n" 
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Weitz & ~uxenherg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Del'endant 
New York, New York 10003 

McC'ullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 Kast 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, Ncw York 10022 

SO ORDERED, __ 
'JUL 2120 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_l__l--___-____r________________________~---------~~_------------------- X (Heitler, J . )  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No 
EARL, FRED M. 105958/03 

1280 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO 

X _________1_1____-----------------~-------------~~-~-~------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

_----___1___1___----__I_________________----~-~~------~~-~---------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

SO ORDERED, 
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ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. 
200 I .U .  Willets Road 
AJbertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 

VU 2 7 M t t  



This Document Relates to: 

D'ANGELO, DOMINIC A. (DEC.) 
Index No 
100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., IN(:. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY tk CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
,2012 --- 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.*. , 

A MUTY, DEMERS & MCIJ#ANIJS 
torneys for Defendant v ISHMAN CONSTRIICTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I,.U. Willets Road 
&rtson, New York 11507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1N RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

t 

X ___-___c______-I----____________________---~-------~-------------------~ 

NYCAL 
I . A . S .  Part 30 

X (Heitler, J .) __________-----________II_______________--------~---------~------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

CALI,O, DOMENICK 105546/03 
100087/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO ---_--____-1---1---_--------~~-----~------------~-----~~~-----------~~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. I hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 1NC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to , 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUC'I'ION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY &i CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: AI ertson, New York e, / ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

s 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 1NC.  
200J. U , Willet s Road 

nl ttorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 1 1507 

7 2012 
__111 



' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 - - - _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~  

NYCAI, 
I . A . S .  Part 30 

X (Heitler, J . )  _-______1___________11__________1____1__---------~~-~------------~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

POSSTLR, JOSEPH (DE.) 100286/03 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO -___________-II----_1______1_________1__-------~-----------~-----~~_---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed wffb prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
5 h L  \-3 , 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 14 Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORA'I'ION , as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1 . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



Index No.: 128024/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION dk ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI‘I’H COMPANY, INC:., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant ‘I’HE OKON ITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, <and there being no opposition thercto: 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same arc liereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
n 
0 c= 
3 

w 3 q 
J M U  ZQ ,2012. N 

% -  

Dated: New York, New York 
r <: 
x c y  
:,u x =  

G-C tn 

I . I,,n. - 
-I 

/ .I) - L *  

Frank O z z ,  Esq. C. Dino ~ ~ a ~ o u ~ o s , Y s q .  m 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys lor Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
ork, Ncw York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 105929/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defend ant . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONTTE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JhW L@ ,2012. 

I ,". 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WeitL & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defcndant 3 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

x 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 2 1 2 6 1 ~  



Index No. : 1 006 10/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDEK 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI‘I’H COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, ‘I’HE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same ge hereby 
c= r 
-4 

“:r g n r ’ ,  a 
KZG N 
m+ VI 

-x 9 
o w  ? 
3 

7T. 
r *  

__-_ ..7 20 12. ?% .f m* 3 h Q  -le 
dismissed with prejudice arid without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

m L ; n W r  _ ”  -._ 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for P1 ai nt i ff 
700 Broadway Attorncys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

McCLillough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 

320 East 53“’ Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

m, (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest t o  TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY Br CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed w t h  prejudice and 
+ d  

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

w: ,.L 
Y L1 
-..,e *'*- 

.I ., 

hC 
HMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS W Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 24 
CONSTRUCTION (XI., INC. 
200 1 . l J .  Willets Road 

,Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDEIIED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISI-IMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISIlMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic$ and 

without costs. 
I '  

Dated: Albertson, New York n , i 

n 
Ca c 

r- - 
JA ESEDWAKDS r q * :  N 
AI MU'I'Y, DEMERS & M c M A W S  c-n 

v; rw A orneys tor Defendant '\$ ISIIMAN CONS'IRUC'lION !% ry 

CORPOKA'I'ION , as Successor3 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T ~  
CONSTKUC'I'ION CO,, INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

"- I 

'T, c 3  - Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

- k  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOKA'I'ION , as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice tu all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, 'I'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

c) 

c without costs. d \ 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
-\JF, 201 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORA?'ION, as Successor in 

lntcrest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I ~ U I W illecs Road 

i 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 5" Ave, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

be 

ttorneys for Defendant 
r 
\'!b ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 I 

, INC. 

- 

K H e i t l e r  
, yt 2 720161 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

EARL C. SMAWLEY, 111 

N Y CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101359/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
S IJ M MARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request suinmary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prqjudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

--I g! “1“1 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMG&., % - 

improperly named as Premier &i%ctwies , r  New York, N Y  10003 

Is1 (212) 558-5500 Inc. flWa Adience, Xnc. flWa Sac3 
530 Saw Mill River Road v;g N 

-4 cn 

Elmsford, New York 10523 3 Q E o  
R (914) 345-7301 

File No.: 473.91 978 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA‘I’E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF N E W  YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK CI‘I’Y ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Ilocunient Relates to: 

ANTHONY SIRICO 

N Y CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19780/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly natned as Premier 

Refractories, lnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. Uk/a BMI, hercby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa RMI, lnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa 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 against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Ma RMI, be and thc S a m  are hereby dismissed with preju& and without 

* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elinsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.91977 
(914) 345-7301 



I a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CI'l'Y ASBESTOS 1,ITlGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

KENNETH SHIRLEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J . j  

Index No: 11 1626/03 & 
1 10528/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, lnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgrncnt in  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, lnc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre+iudice g d  without 
Q c 

Attorneys for Plnintifr(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adicnce, Xnc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill Rivcr Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.91976 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURl  01 THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUN’I’Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK CITY ASBESTOS LIT1C;A‘I’ION 
This Document Relates to: NYC‘AL 

JAMES SANTACKOCE, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17445/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

r .*. - MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adicnce, lnc. f/k/a SMI, liereby rcquest surnrnary judgment’ in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Jnc. f/k/a SMI, with prc.judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with firejudimand without 

costs. r: 
a c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

m & COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 OS23 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COIJRT 01; THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJN‘I’Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK-CI‘I‘Y ASBESl O S  LITIGAl’ION 
This Document Kclates to: NYCAI, 

LUCA A. PASCALE I.A.S. Part 30, (f-leitler, J.) 

Indcx No: I 11940/03 & 
1 13234/04 & 
1 1 1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a RMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby &missed with 
0 

prejudice and without costs. s 

i? 
.f 

c? 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

A File No.: 473.91964 



536.15803/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSEPH RUSSO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 102105 /03  

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  disrniping plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor C&Qo$%ti- witn 
c . 3 , * *  "u 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. $;--? cn 

t-7 

j l  
f 

7 
rw:y- h) r 

m -r13 
13 * 
,u, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantg, alEclms and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpoqtion, be and the 
7 1  
2 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: e/& 2fJZ 
East Ha over, New Jersey - 

- 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
F , d h N W W Z ,  ESQ *Plll?p wwbu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1237/03 & 
100866/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
r,> 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissgwith prejudice and 

without costs. 

- -_ - Joe I I--- $A/----, V .- zquez,Esq. 

for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys lor EefendanE 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, R C .  
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105606/04 & 
100862/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there bcing no opposition thereto, 
Cr a 

% ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cros$laims rl." aga 
tst 
C t  - - * * - u .  

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed&& S u d i p n d  

Attorneys ibr Dcfendmt 

Barry McTiernaii & Moore 
2 Rector Street, l.lth Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190145/12 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 50 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without cyts. 

BeGamin Darche. Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

71'+ 
Shawnette Fluk,  Esq. *ziz 
Attorneys for Defendant ~2 

Barry McTiernan & Moortsi2 - 1  

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor% 

0 fr< 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INg.;; 

New York, New York 10% 
(212) 313-3600 M n 

SO ORDERED, 

- 



Plaintiff's, 

-against- 

Index NO.: 190148-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I. A. S, Part 30 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor-by-rnerger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintif'is' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the me are h reby dismissed F - 3  
without prejudice and without costs. 

B y : \ % [ W Y  
PAYTI BURSHTYN, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs 
COBURN MILLER and 
DIOMARIS MILLER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant(s) 
CLEAVER BROOKS C O m N Y ,  INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006?,; g "ipI 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 rk h3 

Our File Nu.: CLB56598 ;-$: 

$3 

n r r  - 
I- 

1/18 I, 2 

" m  
% E a  UJ$T N 

7 
# 
m 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOYICE MARIE GROVES, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of LEIGHTON DENBY 
GROVES SR., 

X _____11__1____1_1____---11111-111----1-1--------------------------- 

-uguinst- 

Index No. : 19043 1 - 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAI, 
I. A, S. Part 30 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
1 *+ - _.'. \ 

prejudice and without costs. 

By: c i'fi k\ w 
- 

PATTI BURSHTYN, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiffs 
JOYICE MARIE GROVES, 
Individually and as Administratrix for 

700 Broadway 

Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant@ 
CLEAVER BROOKS COIvfIJANY, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor sy, 
New York, New York 10OOti,$l 

Our FileNo,: CLB56841 - 
w ~3 

rqL r 
" m  

0 
?e - 
WZ$ 

Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 

0 w 
71 

0 m 
'21 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 12012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1589/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHERIZFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
TJ 

T- "3 

=.rpz 
Adam Raffo, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTieman & Mo@$ 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

7/& 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 72012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EDWARD C. POULSEN and THERESA 
P OU LS EN, 

X ________________________1_1_1_____1__1__""--------------- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 126934-02 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X 11__111___1__1__"1_111---11-11-1--11--1------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crosszlairns against 
rl: 
:a*: 

r3 : - 
r - -  %.* 
ITY= k J  

~ -, c 3 

w 
m 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice an&$itho&cos 
-* rn 

Dated: 71 I41-z >-; -< r' 
New York, New York 

Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD C. POULSEN and THERESA 
POULSEN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 104382-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OFkDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are 

Dated: ?I !q[ rZ, 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

co-defendants, all claims and cross&aims against 
0 c. 
4 

% hereby, dismissed with prejudice an&ithout co 
* x  $q 
c O f n  "I fJ c* 

- a  

m, 
Kirst n Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
A 4 orneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 fkTNY 10022-6030 
6-3900 

JUL 2 7201p 
SO ORDERED, 



THOMAS FESHOH and SUSAN FESHOH, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 126687-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 4 h o u t  costs. 
c3 

Dated: 7 I \q(  \L 
New York, New York 

-9 
-% *-*- 

r- mgy 2: “pl 
i= !?-  ru $3 Ul 

m 

599 Lexington Avenue 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - 
(212) 558-5500 , NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 

L 1UL 2 7 2M 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS FESHOH and SUSAN FESHOH, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : T.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 104638-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and e o u t  costs. 

Dated: 7 1\9 I fL 
New York, New York 

w. # & , k d & / d [ '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

&orneys for Defendant $ 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. NY 10022-6030 . ,  m (212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DEBORAH E. MAKOVITCH, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of THOMAS S. 
FESHOH, and DEANNE M. WHITE, as Personal : N Y C A L  
Representative for the Estate of SUSAN FESHOH, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 110744-06 
Plainti ff(s), 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7114 ( I L  
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
- A .  -. -- .. . . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190295/11 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 . . 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. haRby request SU-W 

judgment in the; aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law md Rules Sec 

~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ i n ~  plaintiffs' complaint against d e f a h t s  CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, with prejudicee, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, rhert upon notice to all co-defefendants, all claims and CZQ'O~S claims against 

defendaults C L ~ A V ~ ~ - ~ R ~ ~ K ~ ~  MC, be and the same rn hereby dismissed with prejudice nnd 

without casts. 

?.a& f 
Patti Burshtyn,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
WeEtz & Luxenberg 
700 Bradmy 
New York, New Yprk 10003 



CLBSSS 12/legal/nosjm 
' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

ABRAHAM FICHTENBAUM, NO OPPOSITION 
1-------------__--1"__I_________________--------------1-1-------- 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 1 15662/05 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

De fendant(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/ 

L . w  /j/ m w  4. 
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant --.I 2 E  

Wilentz, Goidman & Spitzer -- C f , a \ ~ r n ~ K S ; .  €NCZ? * 
110 William Street Barry McTiernan & Moore :yi!i -o - 

2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor zc; 2 
New York, New York lOO&5: m c3 
(212) 313-3600 9 ;"pJ 

% 



-against- 

A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC., et al., 

Index No.: 190203/2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, CLE.~VER-BI?QOIKS, IXC., hereby requesr summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: /& .VG 
SL4MUEL M. MEIR ITZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE G, P. C. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
JOHN LOGAN and GAIL LOGAN 
700 Brosdway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5996 

IERNAN & MOGE,  LLC 
23 3 

2 ~ c c t o r  sweet, 14‘~ Hour zz w 
Ts) -e 

or’ 2.7 
New York, New York 10006 m* =;: 

3 ; u ‘  Tel.: (212) 313;,3600 -I 

71 

m 
ts 
i= 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WANDA CHESKA, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of ANTHONY G. CHESKA and 
WANDA CHESKA, Individually, 

X -___-----___I_---------"-----~-~-----------------------*--------- 

.Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 110259/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 3(3 

WHEREFORE, defendrant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Scction 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, TNC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORL)EKEU, that upon iiotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

By: _"  L -  _ _  
LISA BUSCH, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
WANDA CHESKA, as Proposed 
Executrix for tlie Estate of 
ANTITONY G. CITGSIU and 
WANDA CHESRA, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BY: SUZANNEM.H y* L ARDIER, 

BARRY, MCTIE~W& & MO&; LU 
Attomey(s) for the Defcndant(s)?G ?z 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, I@:< 2 
2 Rector Street, 1 4Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10006 T-'" 2 
Tel.: (212) 313 -3600 7 
Our File No.: FBW49096 9 

u;zj I; c.,, 

/---*'- 



- against - 

ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

IndexNo.: 125310/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants UTICA BOILERS hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendants UTICA BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants UTICA BOILERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Wilentz, Goldman & ?l pitzer 
Darron B e r q W E s  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26fh floor 
New York, New York 1003 8 

0 
Q e 
Tr 

77 

rn 
c3 

r" 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

0 
Q e 
Tr 

77 

rn 
c3 

r" 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190432/11 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. INDVIDUALLY 

AND AS SUCCESSOR TO MARLEY COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, WC. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3 2 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, 

INC. INDVIDUALLY ANT) AS SUCCESSOR TO MARLEY COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. INDVIDUALLY AND AS UCCESSOK 

TO MARLEY COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. be and the same are hereby &&piss@ wit 
c 
;1F: 

d 7 ;  r-"*. I;L' 
,"%-" Fs, F -<; 
3 c c ;  

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Early & Straws 
3 60 Lexington Avenue 
New York. New York 10017 

.- 

SO ORDEKED, 

Atto&& for MARLEY COOLING 
TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



X:cases\KCC56522\1m\LEGAL,\SMH\NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID SPITZ as Administrator for the Estate of 
IRVING SPITZ, 

X __-__________________________11___11_11_---------------------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C & S. IN%. et al, 

Index No.: 106266/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEKEFOW, defendant, KlMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION, hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, KIMBERLY-CLARK 

CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant KIMBERLY-CLAM CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 27,20 12 

c, 

Y s 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

71 

m 

+z 

Suzmne M. Halbar . Esq. q~ 
Yjz”3 Barry, McTiernan & Moore ~ s; 

AttorneysforDefendant 3 G 0 
Kimberly-Clark Corporation$ 
2 Rector Street, 14fh floor 

a 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



.- . . . . ... . .- .- . .- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD WIERBACK, 
-----I---------.""---"-"-"-"------------------"---"-""-""" X 

Index No,: 190525/11 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- SUMMARY 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP,, et al. 

Defendants. ---------------------------------------~ 
WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its attorneys, 

Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, NC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

~ 

P E s q .  l%\K W S T  
KARST & VON OISTE, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
I9500 State Highway 249, suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 
(28 1) 970-9988 

SO ORDERED, 

c3 
0 

Attorneys For Defendant &g e! Armstrong International, In% ;2 
100 Wall Street, 23'd Floor 2 
New York, NY 10005 m 
(212) 687-0100 

71 

m 
c3 

r" 



71 04-67( 1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
JEANNE ENGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM ENGLE, and JEANNE ENGLE, i INDEX NO: 121248-03 
Individually, 

I 
I 

Plaintqfs NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I 

I 
I ORDER 

I I 

Defendants I I 

-against- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

By: /&' By: 
- &!DM-ew fldvl&l 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG HARWOOD LLOW, LLC 
700 Broadway 350 Fifth Avenue. @' Floor 
New York, IVY 10093 New York, NY loa& 5Q; * 

f w  Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for D e f e n k  cn 
Motion Control Indu@s, E 
Inc. FJ 

212-558-5500 212-268-5136 

Dated: New York, New York % 

71 

m 
0 

- r 

1989053 

JUL 2 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Y 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

A U G  0 1 2012 

PART 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 11-190435 

FRANCESCO SCARF0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant E. I du Pont de Nemours and Company, be and the same are hereby dipissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
c 
-4 . .~ 5 1E"g 
I- m 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 
(212) 986-2233 (212) 486-2400 

Attorneys for E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Company 
630 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 

I / 

; l<' 
SO ORDERED, 

AllG 0 62012 



I t 
f 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NC., et. al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc., hereby requests 

s u m m y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, disinissjng plaintiffs complaint against defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, h c .  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
D 
D 
E 

prejudice and without costs. c 
- I *  "r) 
4Y $G I 
r-=i;: r 

m Fg 

Dated: New York, New York oFE Q 

July.- & 2012 r(l m d  
Bennett, Giuliano, McDonnell & Perrone, LLP Joseph P. Williams &&so&ites 
Attorneys for Defendant Attomevs for Plain& K O  
J-M Mkufacturing Co., Inc, 

- -  
Erika M. Achtziger, Esq. 
494 Eighth Avenue, 7th Floor 
New York, New York 10001 

245 Park Ave., 39"' Floor 
New York, NY 101 67 
Tel: 212.668.1 122 

Honorable Sherry Klein H'eitlcr 

I 

i 
I 

i 

I 
I 
! 

I 

I 
I 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROSARIO GIARDINA, NYCAL 
X -------------__r______r__f_ff_r_lrrr_r__--------------------------------- 

Index No.: 190135/2012 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et. al. 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

Barbara Maldonado, residing at Glendale, New York being duly sworn, says that she is 

over the age of 18 years, that on the 23rd day of July, 2012, she deposited in the post office or in 

a post office box regularly maintained by the government of the United States in the County of 

New York, State of New York, a copy of the NO OPPOSITION MOTION FOR SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT dated July 16, 2012 contained in a securely closed postpaid wrapper directed to: 

Attached Counsel List and 

Joseph P. Williams & Associates 
245 Park Ave., 39'h Floor 
New York, NY 10167 

Sworn to before me this 
23rd day of July, 2012 

h 

CaseWrWl-M Manufncturinfl27I Giard1na/I'lead1ngs/BMAOS-NoOpp-072012 

ERIKA M. ACHTZIGER 
Notary Public, State of New York 

No. 02AC6199189 
Qualified in SUFFOLK Coun 
Commission Expires 1/05/20 3 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH SALERNO and CAROLYN SALERNO 
X ______r______r__r_r__---r-rr--r---r---rr--~------------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190133/2012 

NO OPPOSITTON 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- MOTION FOR 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et. al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant J-M I\'Zanufacturing Company, Inc., hereby requests 

suminmy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc. 

with prejudice, mid there being no opposition thereto, 

claims 

same 81 

c o - d e f ~ ~ d ~ t s ,  all 

lnc., be and the 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July /(a2012 

Bennett, Giuliano, McDonnell & Perrone, Ll 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J-M Manufacturing Co., Inc. 

New York, New York 10001 
Telephone; (646) 328-0120 

and cross claims against 

*e here@ dismissed with 

*2 - 7j 
n r - <  q? - 

r- L% 

% s u  

rj 

4 

=D-< v) 

w;Hs x >? rn 
,P Joseph P. Williar$& Associates 

Attorneys for PlaiFRiffs 

New York, NY 10167 
Tel: 212.668.1122 

SO ORDERED, 



t 4 J 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190133/2012 

Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et. al. 

STATE OF NEW YORK j 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

Barbara Maldonado, residing at Glendale, New York being duly sworn, says that she is 

over the age of 18 years, that on the 23'd day of July, 2012, she deposited in the post office or in 

a post office box regularly maintained by the government of the United States in the County of 

New York, State of New York, a copy of the NO OPPOSITION MOTION FOR SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT dated July 16, 2012 contained in a securely closed postpaid wrapper directed to: 

Attached Counsel List and 

Joseph P. Williams & Associates 
245 Park Ave., 39'h Floor 
New York, NY 10167 

Sworn to before me this 
23rd day of July, 2012 

ERIKA M. ACHTZIGER 
Notary Public, State of New York 

No. 02AC6199189 
Qualified in SUFFOLK County 

Commission Expires 1/05/2013 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X "--l----l"lll_---r-"_11111--111--~~"------~""------~------- 

Index No, 1 16227/2007 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION & ORDER 

This Document Relates To: 

The Estate of SEYMOUR GROSS 

WHEREFORE, defendants, MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC, hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendants 
MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims 
against defendants MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
June , 201 2 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By : 

548 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

80 Pine Street 
New York, NY 10005-1 8 9  

(212) 681-1575 (21 2j 425-1 900 m 

AUG 0 62012 
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SUPREME 3URT OF THE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

Index No.10160712007 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION & ORDER 

This Document Refates To: 

The Estate of GEORGE A, REIS, JR. 

WHEREFORE, defendants, MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendants 
MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC., with prejudice, and there baing no 
opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 
against defendants MORMAC MARINE TRANSPORT, INC. be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June s, 201 2 

c"J 
0 c 

"tl BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

FREEHILL HOGAN & MAHAR Lg 

By: By: 

0 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 80 Pine Street m 
New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005-1 759 
(212) 681-1575 (21 2) 425-1 900 



Plaintiff, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 
No Opposition Summary 

Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order 
X .................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant SLANT/FIN COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
cr, 
1 3  

x 
4 ;e" g 
c - 3 3  ' '0 
I-- 2 . rr, g-4: ;: Q 

and without costs. c 
n 
r 

wn='' E w 0 

-.: 
UL Plated. New York. New York 

rn 
Julyf/, 2012 

-- 
Charles Fe 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneyc for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

79&4.,& NOr;*lX#J. GohF rn 

Wi"".. 
Marshall Conway & Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation 

New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 6 19-4444 

SO ORDERED: 



EUGENE M. BREETVELD, 

Plaintiff, 

RECEIVE 
AUG 0 12012 

Index No. 11 1588/03 

PART 30 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Marernont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7- a 3 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TO&S & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys fur Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 
(212) 506-1700 

AU6 0 62072 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and 
present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest 
and their agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendants”), hereby request Summary Judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
the reto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 7( /s‘ ,2012 

SO ORDERED: 

Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York 

4833-1 633-6656.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION LESTER G, SCOTT and CAROL SCOTT, 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 190175/12 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\Jew York, NY 10003 

212) 344-5461 (fax) 
Zounsel for Plaintiff(s) 

212) 558-5814 
600 Third Avenue 

$0 ORDERED: 

0 1 I50074 DOC } 
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CHESTER W. ZYCH, 

Plaintiff(s), :: 

-against- 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No.: 190162112 
ALSTOM POWER INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment ii 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no oppositiol 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

BJ: Robert S. Deutsch, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for DefenQqnt 
Ford Motor Compgy 
600 Third Avenue -3 
New York, New YorkLQO 1 

F: 212-593-6970 g< cn 

360 Lexington Ave. DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 100 17 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

7f 
T: 212-593-6700 72; r 

m 
w x  5 Ic=p 

e 

;”% 
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SO ORDERED: % 2 . I  

JUL 2 72012 
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