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SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12 1854/99, 103594/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ANTHONY BURZESI, I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
8 "  1 *,,,I 
\ '  -. 1 -  costs. 

A 

stin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

/" Attorneys for Defendants 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony Burzesi 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

257 1-8951, 

(NO161 020-1) 



hr 

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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.> 

i Index No.: 116822/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New c N w York yjt+i,, 2012 

1 
P 

Laura Q Z 5 G d S  B. Hollman, E&. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Thomas Brugar 

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

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

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDEWD, 

1235-10745 

AUG 2 4 2012 



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

ASBESTOS I~TTIGA'TION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190464/11, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER DEPAOLA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 
. -  Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ \ 3  ,2012 

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

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Depaola, Walter 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2971 1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 1 16822/00 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross d a h s  against 

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

without costs. 

,2012 
f '  i 
I 2, 
r -  
* .  
* -  
*_ ~ I 

-4" 

I^* 

c n 
i"7 I 

Laura B, Hollman, Esqy 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Brugar 
WEITZ & L U ~ N B E R G ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-11259 

AUG 2 4 2012 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 
j Index No.: 11 6822/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, SGL Carbon, LLC, improperly pleaded as Great Lakes 

Carbon Company; hereinafter referred to as SGL Carbon, LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, SGL Carbon, LLC, with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, SGL Carbon, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New o ,Ne York %p? ;rm 

SGL Carbon, LLC 
MCGIVNEY & K'LUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thorns- Brugar 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y0R.K COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 
i Index No.: 1 16822/00 

Plaintiffs , NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JCJDGMF,NT 

-against- j MOTION AM) ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zwn Industries, LLC flWa Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

3 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zuni Industries, LLC f/k/a Zum 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC fMa Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewgJdcJT,w, 

t”-, 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq: 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 2 

New York, New York 10004 

Zurn Industries, LLC flWa Zurn Industries, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway nl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 
j Index No.: 1 16822/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND OFtDER 

A. C. & S. INC., etal. , . 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, 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, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  York %P,J, 2012 

Laura B. Hollman, Es~. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Simplex Wire & Cable Company 
MCGIVNEY & b U G E R ,  P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 20003 
(212) 509-3456 

77 
r“ 
m 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

j Index No.:l16822/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. NC., etal. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
c 3  
t-3 z:: 
4: 
Y 

Laura B. Bollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGNNI?Y & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Braad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

, 

324-5797D 



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

NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, 3.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 123465/99 
CARMELLA BOVE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH BOVE, 

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSlTION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTtON AND ORDER 
I 
I 

-against- 

I 
A. C. & S., JNC., et al., I 

I 
1 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
# % 1 a 1 \ 2 0 1 2  

“r7 

m 
c3 

i= 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/V~CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. Joseph Bove 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

 JIG 2 4ZOm SO ORDERED, 

2571-805 



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

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

j Index No.: 190464/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER DEPAOLA, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. i 
. .  

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s, 
f 3 q; 
‘u, dl3 ,2012 -3 

~. 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 A 
(212) 558-5500 
, I  

SO OmERED,  
I Heitler Hon. Sh6rry Xleil 

AUG 2 4 20tt 
1224-382 



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

---I. 

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

i IndexNo.: 100517/96, 102565/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGAI'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAURA BIVENS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
FLOYD BIVENS AND LAURA BIVENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I 

1 1 1052198, 10174902 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

s Floyd Bivens -I 

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

AUG 2 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

r"l 

m 
0 

-i= 

2571 - 1774 

{NO 163678-1 } 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGAI’ION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

I Index No.: 1 005 17/96, I 0256U0 1, 
LAURA BIVENS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
FLOYD BIVENS AND LAURA BIVENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

1 1 1052/98, I O  1745102 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

J 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T READWELL CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TREADWELL CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

0 
c3 

Y 
s 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 

Treadwell Corporation Floyd Bivens 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff rn 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, AUG 2 4 2012 
1235-521 6 

(N0163678-1) 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 10: I 

IndexNo.: 100517/96, 102545/01, 
11 1052/98, 101745/02 LAURA BIVENS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 

FLOYD BlVENS AND LAURA BIVENS, INDIVIDUALLY, I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
r, 
0 

9 
JE Dated: New Yo k, New York 

417 ,2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, Y.C. 

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff m 
Floyd Bivens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

P;UG 2 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-5693 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF GUSTAVE A. BENSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1347 1/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WT-IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law md Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Iiic., with prejudice in this action, and there being na 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 
c, 
Q e 
ps 

,2012 7, 8 7 
*a 1c w- W r " "  

m 2 0  

o m  Y - I-* 

x 0 

m 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Benson, Gustave A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLuom, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suitc 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

AUG 2 4 2012 

2571-1975 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  _- r~ RE: NEW YORKCOUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERTNE 1;. BENSON, ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF GUSTAVE A. BENSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113471/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant,, Tishrnan Liquidating Carp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coq., be and the same ~u'e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

c*$ Dated: New R p q Y o r k  c u 
2012 ;r: 

"-I 
-2 7"1 
0 F 1 7  .I..lr 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Demon, h s t a v e  A. 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NEW York 10003 

rn 

j w w  Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 

Attoimey for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
McGivNm & KLUOER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDE AUG 2 4 2012 

2383-27071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

t-> 
C,s c: a? 

I 

-"4 

-2: 8 
c-7117: * 
*%-< Q" 

TY r- :x kJ r" 

rn 
Kerrymi 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Benson, Gustave A. 
MCG~VNEY & &UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

s rn Allomey for Plaintiffs 

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

(21 2) 509-3456 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE NEW YORK coimrry 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF GUSTAVE A. BENSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 113471/04, 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plsijntiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costss, 

1235-1453 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN m: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-- COUN'I'Y OFNEW YORK 

i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.} 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DQCUMEN?f-%FERS TO: 
! Index No.: 113471104, 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF GUSTAVE A. BENSON, j 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e[ al. ; 

__.__"--_*___ Defendants- j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon nolice l o  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, hc.: be and the same are hereby dismissed with piejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2'12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

" i  
Attorney for Plaintiffs E 
Benson, Gustave A. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

m 

(212) 558-5500 

AUG 2 4 2012 
1122-624 



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

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

1 (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 113028/99 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

WILLIAM MICHAEL BELAK AND MYRAN I 
I BELAK, I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

0 

s for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

William Michael Bel& and Myran Belak 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -91 S 

AUG 2 4 2012 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LTI’IGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

1 (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 123777/00 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: I 
I 

BEATRICE SHEA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FREDERICK 
AMES, NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
I I 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Ydrk, New York 

stin Kasrnir, Esq. 
CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff M 

Frederick Ames 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

%.l 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571403 AUG 2 4 2012 
{ NO1 61 020-1 } 



V I  II'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

i Index No.: 128019/02, 
I i ISOOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

(;I'KALD ARZIE and JUDITH ANN ARZIE, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

.t\~ilgiiient in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

" ) 1 i 1  i t  i Ws' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

I dlcrc being no opposition thereto, 

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

C?L lendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,2012 

d I ~ 9 E, Wcsselmann, Esq. 
A I )i ncy for Defendant 
'I L iiii: Liquidating Corp. Arzie, Gerald 
M( ( ;IVNI-Y & U U G E R ,  P.c, 
SC! I3road Street-Suite 2300 
NLW York, New York 10004 

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

/- - (2 I 2 )  509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 4 2012 
2383-26078.4 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) RECFlVFD AUG 1 7 ~~~~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK AMBROSIO, 

j Index No.: 104852/04, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 
c-2 
0 c Dated: New Yo , N  York a!z 

% 8 “rt 
&= ru 

rn xg 
Wx- 8 5 G O  

- OR .q 

*, 2012 

w 

G MI A m 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ambrosio, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Ygrk, New York 10003 
Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 4 2012 
2571-1407 



SI ‘PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I ) I  ‘NTY .. OF NEW YORK 

i NYCAL r )  7 i NEW YORK COUNTY 
Fi?iI3IlSTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104852/04, I I . .  , 

1 1 HS-~OCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ilJl)I’I’H AMBROSIO, Individually and as 4PfT$. f ‘T , >  * 
I xccutrix for the Estate of FRANK AMBROSIO, j “‘I , 

t”3 w 7? ‘>-fin, p >TO 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A ,i ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

r j  + I  + f r l :  LS’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

;tnd there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcf’cndant, ‘Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I 1-,2ktnan Liquidating Corp. 
’ ~ \ . 1 (  (IIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
XI [+road Street-Suite 2300 
W>w York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

S! 1 ORDERED, 



Y _. . . . . ,.. ... -. - . . .... - -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Index No.: 104852/04, 

b *  ... , 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK AMBROSIO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F3 a - 
2 
?ic 7 or”’, -4 .I.rr FIX h) a?‘ Q 

rn = w  
XQ 

/ ; 4 7 . Y h d  b1‘. 
ml 

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

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

1235-18861 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RF. NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK AMBROSIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104852/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk New York q \ 7  ,2012 

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

n, (2 12) 509-3456 

c3 
0 
ZC 

&* hc) 

.(";If -n 
CTlD-4 

=p-c cp m 

p / c h # c l  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ambrosio, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

a U G  2 4 9niq 
122-13330 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASHESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE 
LEE THOMPSON, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10245/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thompson, Jerry 0. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 ,,A (212) 558-5540 

SO ORDERED, A / 
Hon. Sherry Kleil Heitler 

2383-26883 



SUPREME COUKI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS 1,TTTGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 119874/98 
I 

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ELIZABETH STRUM AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHESTER HORNER, AND RITA 
HORNER, INDIVIDUALLY, I NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York / d\fJ,\,O,, 
&?! 4 4 I 

< r* 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

[MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. Chester Horner 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO161 020-1 ) 



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

; (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 11 8509/98 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

-- 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. Terrance J. Foley 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1610 

AUG 2 4 2012 
{NO 161 020-1 } 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY NYCAI, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

1 Index No.: 100307/01, 119396/00 
JAMES J. DONOVAN AND ANNE T. DONOVAN, : 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York %p\\ 2012 

-k stin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

'Attorneys for Defendants 

(212) 509-3456 

r"r 
C"li r;: 
--I 

s Attorneys for Plaintiff m 
James J. Donovan and Anne T. Donovan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 

"rl 

-m 
W 
F 

257 1-594T 

2 4 2012 
{NO I6 1020-1 } 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I TndexNo.: 120582/01, 111231/01 

JAMES SCHIAVO AND BEATRICE SCHIAVO, 
I 
I 

P 1 aint i ff( s) , : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre.judig and without 

costs. "37 

CGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
James Schiavo and Beatrice Schiavo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-833AS 

AUG 2 4 2012 
(N0161020-I } 



_- 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, 3. )  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 119384/00, 107570/01 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOSE A. SANTIAGE AND FATMA SANTTAGE, 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant(s). 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Tnc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

c-3 

cs 
-9 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 2 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Jose A. Santiage and FatmGgantiage 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -588AW 

AUG 2 4 2012 
(N0161020-1) 



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

JJ IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 

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

EDWARD J. REILLY AND MARY REILLY, 
Index No.: 107545/01, 119384/00 

I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
I I 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oalcfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an4,without 
f. 
Y '  . 

costs. 

,2012 
I 

..- d 
A Justin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 I 

**j ,* 

* -f -:*. 
c-13 i 
i " -  &; 

<,I, ?.' 

z -c :x; 5; 
-4 

"3 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward J. Reilly and Mary Reilly 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Shehy Kfein Heitler 
2571-588D 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

0 (N0161020-IJ 



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

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

I (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 110182/00, 117891/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THEODORE PISKADLO AND BARBARA 
PISKADLO, 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(s). 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

ustin Kasrnir, Esq. P MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

c5 
0 e a 
Y 

' Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Theodore Piskadlo and Barbara Piskadlo 
700 Broadway 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ?&my Kxin Heitler 

2571-760AD 

(NOlh1020-I 1 
AUG 2 4 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 'CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125766/99, 1 07 177/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

PATRICK O'ROURKE AND LILY T. O'ROURKE, I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant(s). 
I 
I 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Tnc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

ustin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

1 Attorneys for Defendants 

r, 
Q s 
Y 

"r ".i, 
/"% dJ> 

t-.*v"*rtj $ ,"; r(b_ 

k.7 Frank Ortiz, Esq. m 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Patrick O'Rourke and Lily T. O'Rourke 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-582AV 

{NO 1 6 1 020- 1 } AUG 242012 



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

IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIAN J. O'BYRNE AND MARJORIE O'BYRNE, 

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

I Index No.: 107 173/00, 125766/99 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

R 

Attorneys for Defendants 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Brian J. O'Byrne and Marjorie O'Byrne 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-582AR 

AUG 242012 
(NO1 61 020-1 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATTON I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 125766/99, 1071 89/00 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. NELSON AND EILEEN NELSON, 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendant( s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York 
&,2012 

/Justin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

0 
0 c a? 
-I 
‘2 0 
r3nr; ,o 
r- q 
t*a* Q* 
r n N  
xa 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Richard J. Nelson and Eileen Nelson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 

2571-582AI 

{ NO1 61 020-1 } N l G  242012 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF 'IHE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

I (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I : Index No.: 108387/00, 112458/00 
RUDOLPH X. MIGLIORE, ADMINISTRATOR FOR I 
THE ESTATE OF RUDOLPH F. MIGLIORE, 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I I 

I 

I 
I 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant(s). 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

D a t e d P T s T  York 
, 2012 

~ stin Kasmir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 4% 
Rudolph F. Migliore 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

; (Heitler, J.) 
I I 

I Index No.: 1 15493/04, 
I 100 198/00, 
I 12 1774197 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN AND ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

I 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff($), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant(s1. I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. fl 
Q s! 
4 

71 

m 
F 

- 0 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York %I+,\ 2012 
1 

Kasrnir, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

/ Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Carl Lunderman and Tsabella Lunderman 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -8S2Q 

(NO1 61 020-1 } 2 4: 2011 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 1422/07, 1 19840/98 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

CHRISTOPHER KANE AND BARBARA KANE, 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, New York 
,2012 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 2 
(212) 509-3456 \ 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

U'? + '( L 
Christopher Kane and Barbara &&e 2! 

G 700 Broadway - ? 

-7'1 

m 
0 

i= 

2571-837 

(N0161020-IJ 
AIJG 2 4 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN m: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 104842/93 

JOIN VENUTO and DANIEL VENUTO as Co- / 
Executors for the Estate OF CANDIDO VENUTO i 
and ELWIRA VENUTO, IndividualIy, j NO OI’POSZTIQN 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND QRDER 

-against- 

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

- - -  Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

OKUERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Xnc., bc and the samc are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
0 
2? 

0P.T R 7 2012 ‘q r 

rr= 
Y -* Dated: New York, New York 

sr. - ~.. .-Y 

3-c 2 j- a0 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
M c G r n ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suitc 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

800 Third Avenue, 1Bth F1 
New York, New Yurk 10022 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEND, 

2571-0001 

AUG 2 4 2012 



. . . .... . 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I ’ NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

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

ALLEN STUTZ AND KAREN STUTZ, 
Index No.: 107385/01,119378/00 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I -against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

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

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

Defendant(s). 
I 
I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Tnc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross &ims against 
‘Iff .& 
-3 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi&.md s t h o u m  
1-31*# 3“1 - 
I- 3: 

costs. 
Vj3.j 

LI! 

Z-C Q 

rn “ S  2 - 0  
cy: 

c3 m 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

/ WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Allen Stutz and Karen Stutz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

{N0161020-1] 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT mFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116178/05, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
c3 
0 rsc 
Y 

1 -"*I 

V 

A J ey for Plaintiffs 
Nicole Weswlmm, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. hgevine, George 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & IAIIXENRERG, P.c, 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27384 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., l'NC., et al, 

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 116178/05, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo N w York %bo\, ,2012 

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

0 
0 

1 
s 
-z s3 7 
gx e - r "  

.ry 
or;; ' 3  

Angevine, George 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
1 

(212) 509-3456 

AUG 2 
1235-43 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J . ) 

Index No.: 116178/05, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Caurter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summ~ury 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

c3 
Q c 
X 
-4 

4 
8 m 

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

f l  

rn 
U 

i= 

1122-331 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116178/OS, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Great Lakes Carbon (dWa SGL Carbon Corporation), hereby 

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

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Great Lakes Carbon (dWa SGL 

Carbon Corporation), 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, Great Lakes Carbon (&a SGL Carbon Corporation), be and the same are hereby 
0 
0 r 
X 

OM -4 - 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. =;, 11 

m 
,2012 

c) m y  

Attorney for Defendant 
SGL Carbon Corporation Angevine, George 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W ~ i n  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 4 2 0 1 ~  7-3D 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index Nu.: 116178/05, I16823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, fMa Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, fMa Zurn 

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, Zurn Industries, LLC, flWa Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the sa& are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c") 

3 dx TI 5 -  gz N f- 

m 
E o  

Dated: New~c/rk,k,xv York x3< u- 
,2012 W=IF 

% 

7 Atto y for Plaintiffs I 
Zum Industries, LLC &vine, George 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

~- 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVTNE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 161 78/05, 1 16823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Simplex Wire & Cable Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. - 
Dated: New Yo k, N York q$.5r, 2012 

z; e 
2 
-4 

V W 

Atto y for Plaintiffs 
A / evine, George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. ’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Simplex Wire & Cable Company 

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

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERJ3D, 

AUG 242012 
5333c 

I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix far the 
Estate of GEORGE W, ANGEVNE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No,: 116178/05, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

Angevine, George 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Y ork 10003 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 2 4 2012 

324-5802D 



JJ IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I 
I CAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT WAGNER, 
: Index No.: 125770/99, 107136/00 
I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ‘dork, New York 3 !a! ,2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Pr 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Wagner 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

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

SO ORDERED, 
er 

10003 

2571-57RUG 2 4 2012 



51 IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i H wry .- OF NEW YORK 

1 W W  YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
','.II~I'STOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 1794104, 
I I 1 I S  ~OCUMENT REFERS TO: 

(.ik;NE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 

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

4 .0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

, ~ I C  nhove entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

j )1\llaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

e bLhAllg no opposition thereto, 

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

,;I )(ridant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

L ' t!!Ollt costs. 

I h i d :  New York, New York 
7 2012 rs 

Q s 

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

b l  a # I  c NEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
xo broad Street-Suite 2300 

Y ork, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 2 4 2012 

1235-23665 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1794/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GENE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-6 ,2012 

I/ 
0 a 
--i 
s 

Nicole a w& Wesselmann, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 

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

m Courter & Company, Inc. Keding, Gene m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 115214/03, 

j 
j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROB MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. ! 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 2 4 r e v  
2S71-1416 



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
I " 0 I J N T Y  OFNEW YORK 
' % '  i Z I  ."NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI, 

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

j Index No.: 1 1521 4/03, 
i 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

% ljl :STOS LITIGATION 

i I 11s DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

K( )R MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative 
lirr the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

bd;irnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

x)i.iiutiff's' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

t u i d  there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

th illlout costs. 
c1 
(3  
C.Y 
*x 
-4 

m 
C I  ttnornuy for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs p*l 

1 id\nran Liquidating Corp. 
hlc (;IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
XO [ h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
NCW York, New York 10004 

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

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

AUG 2 4 ZIH? SC ()RDERED, 

2383-26528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RF. NFW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 115214/03, 
j 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

‘I Si {ESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROB MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-6 ,2012 

s 

1 Attorney for Defendant 

Treadwell Corporation Dietrich, Charles W. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 4 2012 
1235-1918 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROB MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRICH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115214/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+b ,2012 

Nicole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dietrich, Charles W. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2=i MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. m 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED AUG 2 4 2012 

1122-2401 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 
Index No.: 190047/11, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

! 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

Defendants. j 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: 3 w k A T  York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

0 
" ?  

c:: 
2: 

cs 
LEVY, PH~LLIPS & KONIGSBERG, Lcjl, 
800 Third Avenue. 13" F1 

New Y ork, New Y ork 1 0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

New York, New York 10022 
. I  

SO ORDERED, AUG 2 4 2012 . 

Hon. Sherry Kleiheitler 

1003-461 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IRENE DOLORES BJONNES, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ARTHUR BJONNES, 

Plaintiffs, 

Magainst- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

Index No.: 104391/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Kern- ook, Esq. 

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

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 7 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York, New York 10003 

AUG 2 4 2012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-8403 

{ N0162754-1} 



- - -  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE and ANNA 
M. ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 61 78/05, 116823/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

' 2012 

1 Justin Kasmir, Es ' Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
M C G I ~ Y  & UUGER, P.C. 
$0 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

-.-- 

W E I ~  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

/ 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SI IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
t ) I  iNTY OF NEW YORK 

, ’  8 )  1 YEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
*P ‘- !+XISTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 110245/04, 
j 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I t I is DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IHINNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Executrix for the 
I+ 1 [ate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE 
I ,b,E THOMPSON, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

2.0.  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 
~ 

Defendants. ~ 

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

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

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

1 t j  i ng no opposition thereto, 

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

i t  hidant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

u I i  lmlt costs. 

,2012 

‘ I I I iicy for Defendant 
1 1~iwt.11 Corporation 
vlr “ ~ ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER,P.C. 
V Irroad Street-Suite 2300 
X L ) ~ ,  York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thompson, Jerry 0. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ I ’ 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

S( ORDERED, 

1235-1293 
AUG 2 4 2012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE 
LEE THOMPSON, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 10245/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: N w York, New Y ork 
0 
0 % 3 ,2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq, 
2 Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs c) 

Courter & Company, Inc. Thompson, Jerry 0. m 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

AUG 2 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-146 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

NANCY J. SANTINI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
THE EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY S ANTINI , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 109973/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., ENC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Aurora Pwnp Company, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Awara Pump Company 
McGrvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yark. New York 10004 

-77 

m 
t3 

- 
r 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

ioosoo46 

Lu 
;3"; 5:; 
m:K E 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Estate of Anthony Santini q w 

- 
c 7  m 

AUG 2 4 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS,  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190077/11 

WILLIAM PISANO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER ABEX CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

and there being no apposition thercto, 

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

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

without costs. 

~ Miclzelle D, Grady,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 n 

sa Attorney for Plaintiffs *;n U b S  g 
William Pisano 0 -  w 

2 800 Third Avenue t3 
New York, New York I0022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

LEVY, PHl1,LIPS & KONIGSBEKG 'q 

n 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OFXERGD, 

(N0084458-1) 

1003-0492 

AUG 2 4 2012 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GENE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 

PI ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1794/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 
0 
0 c 

Keding, Gene 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1408 

AUG 2 4 2012 



SIiPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
( ( ) I  JNTY - -_ OF NEW YORK 

Y k '  W W  YORKCOUNTY : NYCAL 
'9. ' 2  13 'Z STOS LJTIGATI ON j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 1 1794/04, 
'1 1 I J S  DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GENE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. \ 

-" 

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

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

plait i t  iff$' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 
0 
Q 
i% 

OM - 6 ,2012 dz s n 0 - r 3 Datcd: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

-- 

Attorney for Defendant 
K e r r y 6  
At 
r _. I isliman Liquidating Corp. 
Mc3( ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN M. SORRENTINO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH M. SORRENTINO and 
ANN M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs , 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113686/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

treet-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

cz 
2! 
5 

3s 

+z 

x"< 

?.K 

22 

% 
3 

Sorrentino, Joseph M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4 6 h / d  &-@I I *  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 



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

p&‘ r , j l  1 ,  1 ’ 1 ,  -% 43 l;l\ I . .h,, PAillCjl 1 , ’ I j , 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 1 13686/04, 
/ 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN M. SORRENTINO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH M. SORRENTINO and 
ANN M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New r , New York BY\\ 7 ,2012 

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

n 3 -  - r  
“ m  
N 

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

AUG 242012 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

2383-26984 



SI'PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
)I . [N'T'Y .. OF NEW Y O N  REeEiVED AUE; 1 7 2012 

' t NEWYORKCOUNTY j NYCAL 
Bt \ E !FSTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 113686/04, 
! 
j i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

* I IS D~CUMENT REFERS TO: 

AAN M. SORRENTINO, as Proposed Executrix 
f ~ i  [he Estate of JOSEPH M. SORRENTTNO and 
ANN M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A*(). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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

t i l , rhove entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

bei rig no opposition thereto, 

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

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

wil Irout costs. 
c 7  
E! 
5 
4;e 53 
rJP7 -4 

p r3 
-4 = 
?$2 E 

I(, 2 s 
I 

-I 

Trc;rclwcll Corporation Sorrentino, Joseph M. 
Mcc ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Hi oad Street-Suite 2300 
Neu York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

T3 

IT1 
-0  

_c r 

1235-894 



’ 
STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C’OI INTY . __ OF NEW YORK 
t i * ’  k i  YFW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL &kckjpgrj  

‘E X I  IS‘I’OS LITIGATION 

TH IS-DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN M. SORRENTINO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH M. SORRENTINO and 
ANN M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 Ld A& n I‘ &z i (Heitler, 3.) 

i Index No.: 113686/04, 

j 
\ NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. ! 
Defendants. ; 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

m 
0 

-4 
cr ,2012 

4 X  

f l + , b l , (  FfiYClI. a Attorncy for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sorrentino, Joseph M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

“1‘1 

“ m  
F C J  w 

1122-1379 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT FSFERS TO: 

RAYMOND SABO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. : 1903 1 8/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

3 4% 8 
Kook, Esq. o / < m  /+ R b b a 7 . n  F-'% N 

yfor Defendant Attarney for Plaintiffs g4 a" 
Courter & Company, Inc, Sabo, Raymond yg - 

WT. r 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. * 

2 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ti 

0 rn 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 4 201Z 1122-24039 

7 

m 
0 

0 

r 



* . ' SUPReME COURT OPTHE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O W  OFMEW YO= 
IN= NEwYoRKcom ; mcAJ.# 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1.kS.  Part 30 

b e i i  no opposition theeto, 

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all'claimlj: and cross claim against 

without costs. 

.- 



> 

I .  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
Ct>UNTY OF NEW YORK 
PI RE: NEW YOIN COUNTY 
--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 
THIS DOCUMENT REm,RS TO: 

GIOVANN'A LUCENTE, as Administratrix for the 
Estate. of JOSEPH I , U C m ,  JR and 

, . GlOVANNA LUCENTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ATP, & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190104/12, 

NO OPPOSXTION 
SUMMARY JUT)GmNT 
MOTION AND OFUIER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc-, hereby requesQ summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up00 notice to all co-defendants, 'all daitrq and cross claims against 

defendant, Qakfabco Inc., be and the m e  are hereby dismissed with pxejudice and without 

COStS. 

Dakfabco Inc. 
M c G m  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 00 
New York New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Lucente, Joseph Jr. g-c Q" Fg 
*s 9 Wmz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York New York IO003 

Q N 
-I 

c) m 
22 . -  

so ORDERED, 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY LUONGO AND BARBAM LUONGO, 

I 

Index No.: 1 16078/05 
i 

. I  

I I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORJIER AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Campany, Inc., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., 

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

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

defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

ring company, Inc. Anthony Luongo and Barbara Luo- * 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r31 N 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 180 Maiden Lane Y3"< = 
New York, New York 10004 

-3 2 (212) 509-3456 

m 
New York, New York 10038 Fg 

0 
-n 

0 m 
I! SO ORDERED, 

12730003 

n 
t- 
- 
m 
W 

SEP 122012 {N0074339-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IRENE BIELEFELD, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of THEODORE J. BIELEFELD and 
IRENE BIELEFELD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1257104, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne,rk,{T York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Courter & Company, Inc. Bielefeld, Theodore J. m 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18191 
SEP 122012 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1257104, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IRENE BIELEFELD, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of THEODORE J, BIELEFELD and 
IRENE BIELEFELD, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York .bfaq ,2012 

e- Attorney for Defendant 

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

0 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bielefeld, Theodore J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

77 
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rzI r 

(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, SEP 122012 

1235-1 7637 



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 
(Hei tler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1257/04, 

IRENE BIELEFELD, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of THEODORE J. BIELEFELD and 
IRENE BIELEFELD, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

0 

W 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Bielefeld, Theodore J. s 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, Mw----7 SEP 1 2 2012 
Hon. She in H tler 

2383-26908 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IRENE BIELEFELD, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of THEODORE J .  BIELEFELD and 
IRENE BIELEFELD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 1257/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

0 
Q 

torney for Defendant 

MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bielefeld. Theodore J. 

rl 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway rn 

New York, New York 10003 

- r) 

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

SO ORDERED, SEP 1 2  2012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1976 



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

! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 109921/04, 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELA GABEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL H. DE SANTJS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. j 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
De Santis, Michael H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SEP 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-20202 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN R F .  WEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 1046 l0/04, 
j 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASl3ESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUSTINA MASTERS, as Pesonal Representative 
for the Estate of STANLEY J. MASTERS and 
JUSTINA MASTERS, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 
Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. t-r 
D 
r; 
X 

,2012 
7% 

4 x .  3 0 

- 
-4 

m Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Masters, Stanley J. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-18885 



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

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

j Index No.: 1046 10/04, 
j 
j 
[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUSTINA MASTERS, as Pesonal Representative 
for the Estate of STANLEY J. MASTERS and 
JUSTINA MASTERS, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 
c") 
Q 

4 

0 m 
n 

4ar 5 - 
F;;= N! r 
g: Q" m * w  

s2 

3/ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 2 i 

Oak bcoInc. Masters, Stanley J. . 

Mc IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

c 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, w I22op1 , 

2571-1382 



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

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

I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 122189/99; 107599/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GREGORY L. MAUPIN, EXECUTIX OF THE 
ESTATE OF DANIEL M. MAUPIN, 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

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

I 

I 
I 

I 

-against- I 

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

I 
I 

Defendantlsl I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

f l  

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

T Oakfabco, Inc. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

1. > 
c :  
“ Y  

1- 

CJ Attorneys for Plaintiff rr7 

Daniel M. Maupin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LI 

f 
m 
-0 

2571-777T 

{N0166632-1} 



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

I IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 120727/00; 112300/03; 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LORRAINE PLANKEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF LOUIS 
PLANKEY, I I 

100782/03 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant($). I I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

,2012 

I! 

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

costs. --I 

t "  I 
u: >: 

; '2 

= 1 " 1  -?c 
C > I ' F  .-I - 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Oakfabco, Inc. Louis Plankey 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 &P 1 2  2012 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-923 
{NO 166628-1 } 



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

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

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

Index No.: 125134/00 
I 
I 
I 

JOSEPH RANKIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
Defendant(s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New o k, ew York /(%I ,2012 

costs. 
r"J 

z 
"I 

CQ 

0 m 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff *I 

Joseph Rankin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SEP Jl22012 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-933A 

{NO 166598-1 } 



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

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

I (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 2 1 1 OO/O 1 ; 106466/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
ZORINA SPIELER, AS PERSONAL I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF JERRY 
SPIELER, AND ZORINA SPIELER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I ; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

e a!z 
-1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ky 

Attorneys for Plaintiff tr7 

Jerry Spieler 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 SEP 122012 

SO ORDERED, 

2571688X 
(NO 166635-1 } 



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

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

\ Index No.: 1 17870/03, 1 11642/03 
! 

: NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. E 
c3 
0 * 

Dated: New York New York 
fi --t 7 ,2012 

Kerry&&LEbcok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Muller, Henry 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
SEP 1 2  2012 

1 122-185S3 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
(.'O[lNTY - -  OF NEW YORK 
i h  R t < :  NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

4 SBESTOS LITIGATION 

r II IS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEAN DEPONTO, as Proposed Executrix for the 
I {state of HENRY MULLER, 

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

j Index No.: 1 17870/03, 1 1 1642/03 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, i 

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

iI1t: above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

,i E.;.rit against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

bci ng no opposition thereto, 

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

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

il I I'IlOLlt costs. 

Ihted: New York, New York 
r) 
0 s s d-7 , 2012 Y 

.L,LTI 'ci 3 I : >? E icy for Defendant ok, Esq. 

1 E e;rdwell Corporation 
L/h t ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
X O  I3road Street-Suite 2300 
hem York, New York 10004 

Muller, Henry 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

( 2  12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, SEP 122012 

1235-18009 



SI !PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
( ( ) I  mry OF NEW YORK 
lk, I<lT:-%JEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 117870/03, 11 1642/03 

1 YRFSTOS LITIGATION 

I t / i s  E C U M E N T  REFERS TO: 

.I EAN DEPONTO, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Fsstate of HENRY MULLER, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

,'L 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 

Defendants. i 
... 

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

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

' \ t :  t 1;- % complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

i ind there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dclkndant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., 

ljated: Ne York New York f ? ?  ,2012 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
c3 

X 
co 

77 

'b i i  olc Wesselmann, Esq. 
/th i E I 3 I 1 ICY I'or Defendant 
1 I ~ h i i ; i i i  Liquidating Coy. 
~ \ I C  ( ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
rlf) f h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
hcw York, New York 10004 

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

( 3  I) 509-3456 

SEP 122012 
5 0  C )RDERED, 

2383-26617 



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

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

i Index No.: 190248/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOJ3N DELLARATA AND MADALENA 
DELLARATA, # 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York rl(-$q, ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
0 
Q s 

8 * 

Dellaratq John 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 7 . 1  -"- 

Hon. Sh 
SO ORDERED, 

SFP 122012' 



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

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

j Index No.: 104610/04, 
! 
i i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUSTINA MASTERS, as Pesonal Representative 
for the Estate of STANLEY J. MASTERS and 
JUSTINA MASTERS, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 
0 a z 
I( 

without costs. 

$ 
-m 111 ex 

, 2012 2- (T 
XO 

e z % L  
&ole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLAN A. GOITLIEB and WENDY 
GOTTLIEB, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1221/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 
c1 
0 

-4 
s 

Dated: N om s3 * 
I I 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIWEY & n U G E R ,  P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Allan A. Gottlieb and Wendy Gottlieb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 122012 
2383-23449W 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of PARICK W. LODEN, JR. and 
PATARICIA A. LOWDEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et u1. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101357/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
c) 
Q !z 
22 3 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 122072 
1122-20514 



’ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RF. NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 101357/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of PARICK W. LODEN, JR. and 
PATARICIA A. LOWDEN, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 0 

Dated: Ne rk, N w York 
7q29.f ,2012 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20002 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of PARICK W. LODEN, JR. and 
PATARICIA A, LOWDEN, Individually, 

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

j Index No.: 101357/04, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

E 
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed witQrejudice and 

- 
1 

O m  4 
“cx R 2 without costs. 

I- -=€ h) 

E< e 
T g  rn 
m x  9 g - 0  

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 101357/04, 

PATRICIA A, LOWDEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of PARICK W. LODEN, JR. and 
PATARICIA A. LOWDEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 0 
0 

,2012 

/ - 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

d e y  for Plaintiffs 
iri 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Y ork York 10004 New York, Nkw 10003 

SEP 
SO ORDERED, 

1 2  20 12 
2571-1418 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1561 7/04, 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTlON AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE KAPETANAKIS, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of LILY PETRELIS, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
PETRELIS, LILY 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

m e  r: 
-4 --n 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway &-"; 0" 

New York, New York 10003 p- h;r -c*. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 33-c r 
4 

New York, New York 10004 

="I: C Y  
0 
"Y 
sl 

rr7 
i5 SO ORDERED, 

1122-19938 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 156 17/04, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

MARIE KAPETANAKIS, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of LILY PETRELIS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

c7r without costs. a s 
Y 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
PETRELIS, LILY 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-19415 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLAN A. GOT-LIEB and WENDY 
GOTTLIEB, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 11 1221/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
r r  
0 si 

,2012 -4 

k, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUQER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New York 10004 
(212), 509-3456 

Allan A. Gottlieb and Wendy Gottlieb 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENE~ERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

3R.DERED, so 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 122-6312: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

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

i Index No.: 11 1221/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLAN A. GOTTLIEB and WENDY 
GOTTLIEB , 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

I 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed withgejudice and 
C-3 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne%yod$r  York 
) 2012 

Attorn- Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

I -ri 

Allan A. Gottlieb and Wendy Gottlieb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . -  

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 1561 7/04, 
! 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

MARIE KAPETANAKIS, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of LILY PETRELIS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed witwrejudice and 
3 
x=n?: 5 2 
c71 r+i 

without costs. 

Dated: N e s T o T  York 
,2012 

rl s 

- 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Petrelis, Lily 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(212) 509-3456 

('3 fill ' 1- 17 1 kt**' 
4- ,'+". 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27038 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1561 7/04, 
i 

: NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE KAPETANAKIS, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of LILY PETRELIS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

p y  Esq. 9 rney for Defendant 
-7 Oakfabco Inc. 

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

F 3  
0 c z 
-t -m 
mi-?: r: - * x  
I"-% 
m-c a- ("rl 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Petrelis, Lily 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1997 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MEW $'OW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I 

I Index No.: 105874/02, 109937/02 
BRUCE N. FLANIGAN AND MARY FLANIGAN, 

I 

I 
Plaintiffs, I 

I 

I 
-against- I NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
I 

Defendant (s) . I I 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CT (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 171 - .  
n r  

SO ORDERED, -, 
a e i t l e r  1 122-6 152 

{NO 1663 13-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRUCE N. FLANIGAN AND MARY FLANIGAN, I 

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

I 
I 

I Index No.: 105874/02, 109937/02 

I 

Plaintiffs, I 
I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendantfs'l. I 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

-0 
r 
rn 
rrr(. 

W ~ X I  z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
0 I r-"3 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - 7 i  = e z r  
Bruce Flanigan and Mary Flaniga? 

r ,  700 Broadway n 'f 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-5657 

SEP 122012 

{N0166308-1} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109921/04, 
j ANGELA GABEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 

MICHAEL H. DE SANTIS, 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with p j u d i c e  and 

without costs. 

Dated: New T v  * , - -  
%\“\ ,2012 

Ke-ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
De Santis, Michael H. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
y lein eitler 

1235-1 9682 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELA GABEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL H. DE SANTIS, 

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

j Index No.: 109921/04, 
j 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 
____ 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
c"3 

;ir 
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with @judice and 

"( 

without costs. m m  17=rr R "rl 
i= ,'* ry 

m 0" 2 
'*1 - 0  
="s' a- 59 
v)  -0 

. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
De Santis, Michael H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e n M b n  Hezler 

2383-26871 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MEW YORK 

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

I Index No.: 105874/02, 109937/02 

I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

BRUCE N. FLANIGAN AND MARY FLANIGAN, I 

Plaintiffs, 

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

I Defendant( s), I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6643P 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l%A.q&Zz ,2012 

and the same are hereby dismissed+yith prejudice 
0 e 
3: 
- 4  
42: ""rl 
C 3 1 U  52 - 

r p* N m 
=OK Q" 

0 4 V l O  r. &g#3/,aa. - .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Bruce Flanigan and Mary Flanigan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(NO1 663 15-1 ] 



PHILLIP TAMBASCO, Index No.: 114014-02 
Plaintiff(s), 

I ... _I 

vs. 

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

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
STJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Tishrnan Liquidating corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c rose l a ims  against 
c: 
3t 

mm -4 

=-c 4" 

defendant Tishinan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are. hereby dismisserPwith rejud' g$ v 
and without costs. mr" ry #- 

Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

(4% *. y z ., 



PHILLIP TAMBASCO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

vs, 

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

Index No.:114014-02 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

-cl 

N U  Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



PHILLIP TAMBASCO, Index No.: 114014-02 
Plaintiff(s), 

VS. 

A. C. and S., INC., et SI. 

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against Patterson Pump Co, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson Pumps Co., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejggice and without 

costs. 

t-3 

r. 
-4 
-%x -rl 

I) 

2 - 

New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

' (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

PHILLIP TAMBASCO, Index No.:114014-02 
Plaintiff@), 

VS. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDEK 

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

Defendants 

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

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

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

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

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

costs, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

0 a c: 
3 

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



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

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

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

BRADY WOODS, I 

Index No.: 122201/99 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

hereby dismissed with preju&e and wi 
c 
x 
-4 
dx:" = n:*: 2 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Brady Woods 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

{N0166624-1} 



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

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

JOHN J. VALENTINE, I 

Index No.: 122 199/99 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in tho above 

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
r 3 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

,2012 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

- 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John J. Valentine 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-6261 

SEP J.22012l 
(NO1 66630-1 } 



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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 113504/03, 
j THOMAS FAUGHEY and SUSAN FAUGHEY, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
c3 
0 c r 

m 

Attornev for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

f i  (212) 509-3456 

Faughey, Thomas 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23670 



SUPREME C O W l '  OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
"HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES S.  MAHONEY AND MARGARET 

I 
I ; Index No.: 190295/12 
I 
I MAHONEY, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION ANX) O M E R  
P laintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendmt(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, GEORGE A. FULLER COMPANY, hereby requests sumniary 

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

plaintiffs camplaint against defendant, GEORGE A. FULLER COMPANY with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, GEORGE A. FULLER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewYdrk. 

..-?? 

J ~ U B .  COOP&, E S ~ .  
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, PL!. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
George A. Fuller Company 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

rn 
0 
t 
3 
42! 8, 
gs h) 

*g  
"x Z P G  

% -  

n m  111 

;o* a= 

?I 
r) m 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
James S. Mahoney and Margaret Mahoney 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

73 

m 
CJ 

- 
r 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0168635-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN 
LAMBERTY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heit ler, J.) 

Index No.: 100988/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 1 

Dated: N e q F ,  re:, York 
2012 

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

r) 
0 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

22 Lamberty, Angel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. g 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

71 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1409 



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

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

j Index No.: 100988/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN 
LAMBERTY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, 'Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New r ,N w York 7\21 ,2012 

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

F 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klc 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

r-3 

2 
-4 

p 

* x  
f"2 3-c xo 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lamberty, Angel 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

s3 
Y 
N 
0- 

%! 
.G 

:in Heitler 

1235-852 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN 
LAMBERTY, 

i Index No.: 100988/O4, 

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ainti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

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

c, 

r: ro 
-4 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lamberty,Angel - . 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1338 



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

I IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I CAL 
' I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 119400/00; 101908/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

DANIEL KELLY AND MARGARET KELLY, I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 6 
Daniel Kelly and M&$ret  Kelly 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-613R 

(N0166641-1) 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 119391/00; 100808/01 
I 

I 
LARRY HERRICK, I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

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

I Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, IC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, ew York 4 177 ,2012 
A L ustin Kasmir, Ess. 

MCGIVNEY &-KL;GER, P.C. 1 Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

s3 g 
L: 

7 
m Attorneys for Plaintiff s 

Larry Herrick 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-277AM 

{N0166642-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 113504/03, 
! THOMAS FAUGHEY and SUSAN FAUGHEY, 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Y & KLUGER, P.C. 
ad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Faughey, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 



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

PHILLIP TAMBASCO, Index No.:114014-02 
Plaintiff@), 

vs. 

A. c. aud s., INC., c? a!. 

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMJPIARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabct?, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOtrp3 

A I 1- (212) 558-5500 c3 
€*#I - 



C'OlJNTY .... OF NEW YOFX -. - 
j r'i RE: NEW YORK COWTY j NYOAI, 

,4 SBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
- -- (Heitla, J.) 
1-1 9'3 DOCUM5NT REFERS TO: 

h,ff{'HAFT p T n a n d  VAT XRTE T .ON(+, 
i Index No.: 122017/98, 120667/00, 

1166XL!O.6 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
! A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a2. 

..... Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'l 'ishan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests sumnary 

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

.j)!;iktiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating COQ., with prejudice in this action, 

. .  . -. ................. 4 i g J  , , , ~ ~ ~ ~ e - ~ e i ~ . ~ n Q - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . t ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

ORDERED, lhar upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a id  cross claims against 

defendant, Tishmati Liquidating Corp., be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Fr 

58 

Attor y for Piailitiff's e 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o = ;  700 Broadway T I  
3 s 

-s!d 

rs, 

,/ W F .  
sb Long, Michael P. 

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

"CI 
r 
fL\ 
0 

rr 

2383-22001. 

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



(2  13) 509-3456 

+. 

S O  ORDERED, - --- 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100232/03 

THOMAS CARROLL AND ROSETTA 
CARROLL, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: Nq,T;;k:y York 
,2012 

7 ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

t 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Carroll and Rosetta 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 m 
-I 

700 Broadway Ti 

-se- 
w r 

s lc 

Hon. S k k y  Kkin Heitler 

2571-1858 

SEP 12 2012 

{ N0162077-1} 



- i (Heitler, J.) 
"WE DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i Index No.: 120709/02, 127704/02 
TS M. ROGGS. as F m t c  ++.*__ 

T '  

ofROY F, BOGGS, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i S m R Y  JT JRGIIJJCNT 

-against- 

! 
.A. "3. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et crl. i 

.. Defenaants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hexcby requests sumnary 

j iidgrnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321.2, dismissing 

d~:~<.:.:ii~Fs' tomplaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 
.. .. 

and, there being no opposition thereto, j 
i 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims aad cross claims against 
~ 

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

without costs. 

Dated: N Y rk, ew York 
,2012 7/1q 

IWo1.e Wesselmann, Esq. 
~:kc-,rnay for Defendant 
''!%man Liquidating Corp. 
M c t 3 ~ ~ ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New Yaxk 10004 

Boggs, Roy F. 
W ~ r z  & LLKENBEKQ, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-258186: 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 18346/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT C. 
SCHASSLER, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New%T$yew York 
,2012 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19386 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENWEFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 18346/03, 

Individually and Proposed [ 
of ROBERT C. 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
.:;u" i SUMMARY JUDGMENT IL*. 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 
s - k b  

I -  
3 * 
@gainst- 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: Newqrk,$!,ew York 
,2012 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

same are hereby dismissed wi@ prejudice and 
c 

Schassler, Robert C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 100 3 /$ (212) 558-5500 

-,- 

SO ORDERED, 
SEP 1 2  2012 

1235- 18857 



' 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 18346/03 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND : 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE j 
OF ROBERT C. SCHASSLER, i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, 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 cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

hemy- ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIWEY & JSLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-26628 

(N0162678-1) 

SEP 122012; 



-. . -- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, Individually and Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT C. 
SCHASSLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 1 18346/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

Dated: New Yokk 
,2012 

‘I 1 7  

Y & KLUGER, P.C. 
d Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 

are hereby dismissed with pre udice and without 
0 

n 
r 

5 
0 

rn 
0- 

A t t o d o r  Plaintiffs 
Schassler, Robert C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1378 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELLEN HANNA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE R. HANNA, and ELLEN 
HANNA, Individually, 

X --------l-"____--l--_rrll--""-----11-------~-----------"----------- 

Index No.: 190085/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

ORDER 
-against- MOTION AND 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: FILED 
I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway BLACKMER 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys For Defendant 

100 Wall Street, 23'd Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
(212) 687-0100 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

SO ORDERED, 



I i .  

requests summary judgment in t h ~  abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Y&k, New York 

David H. Kochmm, Esq. D HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 
BLACKMER 
100 Wall Street, 23'* Flaor New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 OCT 6' 2012 New York, NY 10005 
(212) 687-0100 

CoUNty CLERKS OmCE 

SO ORDERED, 



EDWARD BOLES, as Proposed Executor for the Estate of 
EUGENE E. BOLES, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 164212003 
1 1609912003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I LB;;;? 10528 
SO ORDERED: 

RT 86 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, 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 BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7 13 11 I 5 
New York, Ne York 

David A. Chandler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CKMER 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 CLER- ew York, NY 10005 

avid H. Kochman, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 

y l  Street, 23'd Floor 

~ ~ y o R K ( 2 1 2 )  687-0100 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL G. YASSO, 
X ............................................................ -------- 

Index No.: 190088- 12 

Plaintiff; Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler -against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

No Opposition Summary 
Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order 

X .---------_----_--_-___I______ ---------_--l-_-_--___________________ 

---_ I -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

idgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. 

ismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTIFIN COWORATION with 

qejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATIOW, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

3ated: New York, New York 

p 
eter Tambini 
leitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
ttomeys for Plaintiits 
10 Broadway 
ew York, New York 10003 

oc's 26 m2 

SO O 
- 

--- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 11 1594/03 

Pasquale Scialdone 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORaER 

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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York N w York 
AUG ,I 1 , 2 0 1 2  
P. 

* "  . U I  \ 
\ I /  I 

* *?.I - P L .  

Frank Ortiz, -Esu. -+. 
lr, ' 
, I *  

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP . *  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 1 1228/01 

John Mulcahy 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WWEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Mulcahy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107622/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn RY 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
NG 1 4  I 2012 n 

m 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Judith A. Y a k ,  Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2'h Floor 

*%. ' 
' /.* WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

x 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13756/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Marion Moultrie 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AUG 1 4  ,2012 
(". ,, !{ , 4 '8 

A. /-- . 
$I' f 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) 
I NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 10985 1/03 

Raymond J. Moore 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Makso Matura 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1232/03 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New && p w  York 
6% ,2012 

I ,  

*.l*r. + \ , d I  %-< 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

% I ,  ~ 

1. <\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

AUG 1 72012 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107457/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph A Mancuso 
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 and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AuDrm14 ,2012 
P" 

..I"""' 
\ *  7 

Judith A. Y b i t z ,  Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, -44 
Hon. 1?2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred Mack 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

Index No: 1 1 1594/03 

NO OPPOSITION S 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

4R 
I 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

1 

Dated: New York, New York 

."4 
IpuG 1 4  ,2012 

, L . i  ,,!i La 

* I  /--n 1 1 .  I + 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 452-53( 
4 



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: 112220/03 

Russell E. Day 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeod 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n Dated: New York, New York 
MUG I 4  ,2012 

F'".. ,+ ~ A 
4 "  

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18438/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Angela D' Ambrosio 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AUE 1 4  ,2012 
P" n 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "\Lq il k Judith A. vitz, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

A"-? ,, 1' '1. " 

,T'" " 

i- . 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
Attorneys for Plaintiff J Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

FILED j (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: 

Anthony G. Cheska 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 OL5 '04 

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 and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor N w York 
Auk1 r, 8 , 2 0 j - ~  

* * i h ,  v Frank Ortiz, Esq. . + I* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ''̂ "f*,'" 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

(212) 558-5500 

n 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

/- FILED 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Neil Buglione 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18437/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
r% A& 1 4 , 2 0 1 2  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 117870/03 

Henry Muller 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

casts, 

Dated: New York, New York 

'I n ,  
r- . v(. V 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Judith A. kavitz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

- <  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *%> 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FILED New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 

i 2nr2 
COWV CLERIC?S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YG~K 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gino Picistrelli 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1007 18/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. FILED 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Funicello 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ______ - 1  NYCAL 

Index No: 126881/02 

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 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 kast 27th Street, 12* Floor 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

7//v, 2012 

-. IYIfChA*\ FAuye\\. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 126681/02 

Charles Funicello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEWD, 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. 

n 

Dated: New York, New York 
711% 2012 

F W  . rnt,A*I L - V e \ \ -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: I 17869103 

Raymond E. Kellogg 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AW 1 4  ,2012 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elias Gaffen 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1592/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhARY 
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 crass claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York dw f 4,2012 
P. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attornevs for CertainTeed Comoration 

(212) 558-5500 

n 

FILED 1 16 Easi 27th Street, 1 2th Flo 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George Gdowski 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1590/03 

NO OPPOSITION S 7 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
JMMAR 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A@ 1 4  ,2012 n 

Y n  JUUIl I I  ti. I 

DARGER gRRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

116 East 27fh Street. 12th Floor 

..- , I  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

h., b, Attorneys for Plaintiff J Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 
New (212) York, 452-5300 NY lOOl+\LED 'I \ i 

- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. . -  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1594103 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Russell E. Day 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
rn 14 9 2012 

P 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh 
New York, NY 1001 6 F\ LmE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

OCT 3. C 'W 

AUG 172012 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Gerald Arzie 
R 

Index No: 1280 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A N  1 4  eot2 ,2012 

E" 

&-- Judith A. avitz, Esq. 

f i  

I 

Frank Ortiz, Eiq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'\) DARGE ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

n 

FlL.ED . 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1589/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Walker Alexander, Jr. 
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, 

D a t e , ~ ~ ~ ~ w ~ Y ~ ~  New York 
,2012 n 

w- Judith A. vitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
+------ DARGER RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

I -  _- * 

Frank Ortiz'k;*EG, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10071 8/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gino Picistrelli 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 110330/00 

Joseph E. Bruns 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AU6 3 1  ,2812 
A 

Attornevs for CertainTeed Cornoration '"* z Attorneys for Plaintiff T\ : 

il 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FILED 1 16 Eait 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene M. Breetveld 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ald6 1 4  ;2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
~ H I " V c L € R r n  OFFICE 

NWVORK - -. 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene E. Boles 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16099/03 

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 and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127704/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roy F. Boggs 
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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 
(2 12) 452-5300 

lop I LED 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i I 
I OCT 2 6  2012 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
~ C L E R K s O m c E  -* 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120709/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roy F. Boggs 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A m  14  @@, 2012 

rr 
4 %  ,,C"' *I+ , ,lP : 2 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

116 East 27th Street, 12th 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation ." 

'I (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

I 

I 
I AUG 172012 



Phintiffi, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY), et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, 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 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBEWP. c. BARRY, MCTIERNAN &'MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for the Defendant 
THADDEUS KOZLOWSKT CLEAVER BROOKS, IN 
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10006 

'FILED 
Tel.: (212) 313 -3600 OCT 2 6  2012 

 am- 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 

Our File No.: CLB55205 

~ Y O W  -.A 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



CLB!6591 /legill/nos~m/June 201 2 
.SUPREME COURT OF TI 11: S'TA'JX OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YOKK 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 10009/03 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Dcfcndant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS INC. 
Barry McTieman & 
2 Rector Street, 14th 
New York, New YorklOOO6 

AUG 172012 



. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . ... . .. ... . . __ 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGI 
MOTION AND OR1 

Index No.: 126687/0 
104644/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. hereby request s 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Se 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 1 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross c 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed w. 

without costs. ---, \IT\ \ 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette A. Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore, 
2 Rector Street, '14'h Fl 
New York, New:York 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

Fl (212) 313-3600 

01 

ccw 
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 7 2 0  



&fmW 
E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Pluintci, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY), et ul., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 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 hereb ' 
' sed with prejudice and 

By: 
S 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

Attorneys for the Plaintiff(s) , Attorneys for the Defendant 
PAUL KARTIS SR. CLEAVER BROOKS, 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 81 81 l2 2 Rector Street, 141h F1 

New York, New York lpQO6 

SOORDERED, 4 
Hon. She1 

AUG 1 ?2012 



Plaint8  NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant UTICA BOILERS, INC., Individually and as successor to 

UTICA RADIATOR 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 UTICA BOILERS, INC., Individually and as successor to UTICA RADIATOR 

CORPORATION. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant UTICA BOILERS, INC., Individually and as successor to UTICA RADIATOR 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
RAYMOND SABO 81 '71 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

MY, MCTI~RNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorney(s) for the Defendant 

3- UTICA BOILERS, INC., Individually 
and as successor to UTlCA 
RADIATOR CORPORATIO 

New York, New York 10006 
Tel,: (212) 313 - 3600 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor ! 

QCT 2 6 2812 
No.: AA-55394 couHcy- am= 

~ Y c m K  - 
f SO ORDERED, ". 

I AUG 172012 



Plaintifi 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 1903 1 8/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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, 

TNC. 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 

prejudice and without costs. 
c'. . 

LHAKLbS FEKGUSON, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
RAYMOND SABO CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC. i 
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor - 1 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Vnl 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 Tela: (212) 313 - 

. .- 
SO ORDERED, 



F. 

RECEIVED 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
COPES-VULCAN, INC. et al., 

Defendants. 
X _"___--11-1--_--_--1-""--1---------------------"---l------------------~---- 

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, INC, 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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
7 p-, 2012 

David Chandler, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ~~~* Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(21 2) 558-5500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 9 14-385-6000 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 

New York, New York COPES-VU LCAN , I NC. 

OCT 2 6 2012 
~ cmm d a x :  9 14-385-6060 

NEwYORK 



MAXlMlLlAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE SPRENG, 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JClDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

BOCK WATER HEATERS, INC., et. ai. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BOCK WATER HEATERS, MC. (hereinafkr "BOCK") 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff(s)'s Complaint against defendant BOCK with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Mineola, New York 

ew York 10036 SO East Old Country Rodd 
Mineola, New York 1 150 1 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERE 



A.C. & S . ,  INC., ct al.; NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s). 

Wl IERlWIRE, delendants CLICAVER BROOKS, INC. liereby request 

sunixnary judgment in the abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs 

$321 2, dismissing plaintifl's complaint against defendant CI,l1:AVER 11ROOKS, INC. 

with prc+judicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-delkndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants CIXAVER BROOKS, INC. , be and the sainc are hereby dismisscd with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEI'I'Z & I.UXI',NBERG, P.C. \\ HARRY, MC'I'IERNAN (Wt MOORE 
f Attorneys for Defendant I b lgl\z C1,EAVIX BIIOOKS, INC. 

2 ICeclor Street, 14"' I:looj. 
NCW York, Now York IN06 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5soo  

FILED 
31 3-3600 OCT 3 70'7 

I I r  

" _- mm CLEF#KS OFFICE S O  ORDEIWI ,~  ~ I 

I loll. ' - NEWY0H.K 



' L  

k '  
h & % C O U R T  OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 

Plaint@, 

AMERICAN BIL'TRITE, INC., et al., 

Dc findants. 

I 

Index No[: 190128/2012 

NO OPP~SITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
M O T I O ~  AND ORDER 

NYCAL 1 
I.A.S. Pa& I 30 

X I _____~II__________-~_____l____________ll~~----------------------~~~~~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L . ~  P. hereby reqoests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R$les 

I 

I I 

I 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaiiit against defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS 

TEXAS, L. P. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims hnd cross claims against 

defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L. P. be and the same are :reby dismissed with 

prejudice and without cost 

BELLUCK & FOX, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs g/, 
THOMAS W. EVANS and 
LOIS L. EVANS, 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4"' floor 

Tel.: (212)681-1575 n - I 

BARRY, MCTIERF 
Attorneys for the De 
DOMCO PRODUC' 
2 Rector Street, 14t" 
New York, New Yo1 

New York, New York 10036 Tel.: (212) 313 - 36( 

c 

~~ 

UITT, ESQ. 
i N  & MOORE, LLC 
:ndant 
3 TEXAS, L. P. 
loor 

? 



Plaintiff( s) 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, ET AL, 

Index No.: 190145112 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC., hereby request 

summary jdgment  in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 6,20 12 / 

-- 
Suzanne M. Hal ar er, Esq. 
Barry, McTiern g-&o ore 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14:h floo 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 +L€D New York, NY n . 4  New Y o & F  1s I 

i OCT 26  



. . !  

Plaintiffs), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190088/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, 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 DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorney(s1 for the Plaintiff 
MICHAEL G. YASSO 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558 - 5500 

Attorney(s) for the Defendant 
DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: D 

SO ORDERED, 



w, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL L-_______---____-__"r_______rl____l____l---------------"------------------ 

I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 04-1 10194 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ROBERT LOWE JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X -____r"----l____"l__---"---------------------"----------"------------"---- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X -------__r-----"-_______________r____ll_----------~---"------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY * 6 ,2012 

W I D  7- m'f 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 4 0 8 6 m  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARTIN ROTHSTEJN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hejtler, S.) 

lndex No. 02-126935 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

B By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

14086760.1 



. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER C. RUMSEY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 

BY 
c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

A 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq! 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

14086760 1 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, 
Buffalo, NY 1 4 k 2  
v6) 853-8100 \, 

I 

\ 



Index No. 190050/2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

vs. 

CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS, INC. flWa 
Fiberite Corporation and a/Wa IC1 Composites, Inc., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS INC., improperly 

sued herein as CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS, INC. f/k/a Fiberite Corporation d!da IC1 

Composites, lnc. (hereinafter “CYTEC”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ 

Complaint against CYTEC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant CYTEC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. Th 

basis for dismissal is: 



- ~-'*k4u1wK 
"SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintus, 

-agu inst- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Dejindanl's. 

Index No.: 121910/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

By: 
,&.S 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
ANDREW KOFWACKI and 
LUANA KORNACKI 
700 Broadway ~1'1'' New York, New York 10006 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE, LLC 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
FUL'TON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: FBW46205 



-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al.; 

I)eIendant(s). 

Index No.: 107103/02 

N O  OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 

WlIEREFORE, defendants FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and IZules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintift7s complaint against derendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS 

with pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-del'endants, all claims and cross-claims against 

delendnnts FIJL'I'ON BOILER WORKS, be and the saine are hereby dismissed with 

pre.judice and without costs. 

- *_I__-_ .1 I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEl'l'Z & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorncys for Defciidaiit 
FULTON UOILEIC WORKS 
2 Reclor Street, 14"' Floor 

(212 

so ( 

) 5S8-  

IRDE 



* '  wmr 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

i 

A.C. and S . , t L - W ; C C T I N G  & NYCAL I.A,S. Part 30 
SUPPLY), e al., * % Defindants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, 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 FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail 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: By: 

Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
JOSEPH DE MARC0 and 
FLORENCE DE MARC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for the Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 1 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Our File No.: FBW45568 

- -TULTON-BOILER WORKS, INC. 

3 I b I 1 

. -  ... 
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e- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Pluint&fss, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul., NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 

De$ ndun ts. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, 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 FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and Tithout costs. 

BENfAMIN DARCHE, ESQ, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
TIMOTHY MEYER and FULTON B R WORKS, INC, 
KAREN MEYER 81b I I 2 2 Rector S t r M & @ l =  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Td.: (212) 558-5500 

New York New York 10006 
Tel,: m-m 
Our File No.:- 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A.C. & S. ,  INC., et al.; 

lndcx No.: 103 178/03 

N O  OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OKDRIi 

NYCXI, 
J.A.S. Par1 30 

WT-IEREFORE, defknclants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgmcnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$3212, dismissing plaintill's complaint against dcfciidant FULTON SOILEli WOIiKS 

with prejudice, and there being 110 opposition thcrcto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILICR WORKS, be and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without cos 1s. 

BARRY, MCTTEKNAN & MOORE 
Attorncys for Ddcndant 
FI J L' 1'0 N I3 0 ILER W 0 I< K S 
2 Rector Strcet 14"' Fl g01LED - 

Attorneys for €%inti ff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 rk 

: 

OCI 26 SO ORDERL:,D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE RISO JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

IndexNo. 03-105151 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

012 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

NY 14202 
3-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 
14086760.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FILED 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza. Suite 500 

14086760.1 AUG 172012 
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FB W46533lcgaYnosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
FRANCIS R. DEFILIPPIS 
____________________--_--______-_____-____-__--__------_--_------ 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSRION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index NO.: 1 2 6 6 8 7 / F I  LE D 
104644/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 OCT 2r: ?? 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 7 \ \4\ \l 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette A. Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore, LLC 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Hon. Sherry Klei2-Heitler 



?c%wwq 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CPUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaint(@, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 13567/02 & 
107222/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION A N a  O R D F ,  LE 
NYCAL 
I A S .  Part 30 OCT ? c ?fl? 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, 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 FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same a r e h b y  dismissed with 

B 

C 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs Attorneys for the Defendant 
PETER E. FLEMING and FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
CYNTHIA FLEMING 2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
700 Broadway 8kll New York, New York 10006 
New York, New York 10 03 Tel.; (212) 313 - 3600 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 Our File No.: FBW45714 

SO ORDERED, 



p%W 
I, UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs; NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & NYCAL 
SUPPLY), et ul. , I.A.S. Part 30 

FILED 
OCT Dl 2012 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for the Plaintiff(s) 
PAUL KARTIS SR. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for the Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 1 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Our File No.: FBW45919 

ILL 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al.; 

liidex No.: 103178/03 

NO OPPOSI'L'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
o it I) m 

WI-IEREFORE, def'endarits CLEAVER BltOOKS, I-hs 

summary judgmcnt i n  thc abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and I<ules 
c - -  NlEWm 

$32 12, dismissing plaiiitifi's complaint against defendant CLEAVER I3KOOKS, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being 110 opposition tlicrcto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

dcfendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. , be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. /1 / 

W I W Z  & I,IJXENBlJIIG, P.C. 
Attorneys lor Plaintill' 
700 13roadway 
Ncw York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 A New York, Ncw Ynrk 1000h 

HAIIRY, MC'I'IERNAN & MOORE 
At1 onicy s for I 1 cfcndan t 

2 licctor Street, 14"' Floor 
( w x v r x  BROOKS, INC. s/8(la 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Henry Muller 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Anthony G.  Cheska 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 10259/04 i 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 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 the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
N p S 4  ,20!2 > f  

. I  
/e-' 

r * l  

Judith A. pavitz, Esq 
DARGEF. ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Y 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Neil Buglione 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18437/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
m14 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph E. Bruns 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110330/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12fh Floor 
New.York, NY 10016 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

________~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Edmund Proulx 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105 169/04 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

AIJG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

IndexNo: 1 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

349 103 

Frank Pecci 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c1 AUG 142012- 

>c - 
k.." -Tr 

I * Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

*%.. 7 ,  

(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith A. ravitz, Esq. 
D A R G E ~  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 2;lth Street, 1 Zth Floor 
New York', NY 
(212) 452:5300 FILED 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. 190050/2012 

ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

vs . 

CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS, INC. f/Wa 
Fiberite Corporation and aMa IC1 Composites, Inc., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS INC., improperly 

sued herein as CYTEC ENGINEERED MATERIALS, INC. f/Ma Fiberite Corporation dk/a IC1 

Composites, Inc. (hereinafter “CYTEC”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ 

complaint against CYTEC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant CYTEC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. The 

basis for dismissal is: 



- X NoProductID __ Lack of Personal Jurisdiction - Workers Compensation Bar 
Wrong Entity Sued - No Successor Liability __ Lack of Service 

I_ 

As a Matter of Law - Other 

Dated: Buffalo, New 
@ ? E l 2  

Attorney,for Defendant, 
Cytec Engineered Materials Inc. 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

DAMON MOREY LLP 

Q/4---* 
I A - 4  

CaroTG. Snider, Esq. 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Doc #17 10921.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Stephen P. Muxie 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1589/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AU6 1 4  ,2012 n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -". z1, Attorneys for Plaintiff *:. , 
D A R G E ~ ~  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael P. Long 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16680/06 

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 and without 

costs. 

n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 FILED (212) 452-5300 

OCJ 2 ct 2012 

SO ORDERED, m c l e R l c E I O F f l C E  
L, NEWYORK __. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Neil Walker 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10009/03 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
huG.14 ,2012 

I-? n 
Judith A fi’avitz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGEk ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27Ih Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Mildred Sterman 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1496/03 

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 and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

UG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Pasquale Scialdone 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 7lC I 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n 

(1, / 

w \ /  

Judith A. vavitz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . *  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Mew York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
11.6 East 27" Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Makso Matura 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1232/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&US, 1 4  ,2012 

. I  4, " \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 10016 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. 

This Document Relates to: 

Harold Martin 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1 173/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 
N J G  14 ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 112012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, I.) 
Index No: 107457/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph A. Mancuso 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 
,2012 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 121h Floor 
New York, NY flL@ 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452'5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108355/00 

Joseph E. Bruns 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

?% 
* 3w\4+ 

19 
- ’. 

\n 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

A m  172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene M. Breetveld 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitIed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I4 , 20 i2  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16099/03 

Eugene E. Boles 
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 and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '"+! DARGER ~RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127704/02 

Roy F. Boggs 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

$ew York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120709/02 

Roy F. Boggs 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, 

1 16 East 27& Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald K. Murphy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104385/03 

NO OPPOSITION S JMil R 
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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 4  ,2012 

r*" .. 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald K. Murphy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floo 
NewYork,NY l@~tD e 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

A 

AUG 112012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ * * - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

= 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

3 

I 2012 
5 14243 1 v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

being no opposition thereto, 
I 

I 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 

Robert Leedham 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

~ 

i 
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

< 

Index No: 1 1 1834103 
1 13705/04 

2 I2 

.. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

0017 
‘79 

SO OR DERED, 

,72012 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

5 142425~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Mulcahy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1562/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n 
AU$14 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1228/01 

John Mulcahy 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 113756/04 

Marion Moultrie 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 - 
4 ~ 4 ~ x 4  ,2012 f \  A 

Judith A. avitz, Esq 
DARGE ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

P 9 .  

*\+ ' 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 1001 6 

j 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _- - - -_ - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Luca A. Pascale 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13234/04 
1 1 1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OlRDER 

X - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY? hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

W 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

rk, New York 100 17 
No. 05335.31340 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142466~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x r r - - - - - " - " - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph Nyer 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113230104 
1 1 1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - * - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 14246 1 v. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 105 169/04 

Edmund Proulx 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 

Judith A. kavitz, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

A U G  1 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Pecci 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1 13499/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, 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 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r- 
/'", 

4, 

> -  

&"% ' Judith A. ?a&, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 21h Floor 

5 .  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 1001 6 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Stephen P. Muxie 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1589103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AUG 1 4  ,2012 

r - 6  

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i 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 

Donald K. Murphy 

I Dated: New York, New York 

2 $""*'- " i- 4- 

*. ' *, L '^' *,. 

1 4  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. % 74, ' 7 Judith A. avitz, Esq 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP '< 1 

(212) 558-5500 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126934/02 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 

SO ORDERED, 

EWYORK ,,a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104385/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald K. Murphy 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 

, ., 
< - + >  , 

1,. 1, 

Ir ’ Frank Ortiz, Esq. “I.  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

DARGER RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
Attorneys !f or Dana Companies, LLC, 

12 

couwrv cmm OFFICE 
NEWYORK .*1 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Henry Muller 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17870/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 

/ >  

M6,14 ~ y2012 . * \  ,,?t *. 
q 

*I-* 
* c - - 1 <  6 

, .  
,.* /.* .*** *<- . 

\*. 7 

5 ". 
e , *  ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ~RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(2fqtED 
SO ORDERED, E 

AUG 172012 



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: 

John Mulcahy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107622106 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler CLERKS OEflCE 
NEWYORK .A?. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Mildred Sterman 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1496/03 

NO OPPOSITION S IMMAR I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 

:I, I, .-< m14r ,2012 
A"- ' 

<.*.. .Y "1 ,~., 
-,- . 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

c-clERlcsoFm NEWYOFHC a 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael P. Long 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1220 14/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: NevYork, New York 

, ~ * "  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C ,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



I 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1590/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert M. Kenney 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1 00 16 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Raymond E. Kellogg 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1 17869/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, 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 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 costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

,."% 

%. , ' P 

.-. &J& * 
1 4  3 20-12 *I 

A(-- ' '  I 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP <<" WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , n  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1590/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George Gdowski 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 
ayc 1 4  ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

FILED 
4!52#-- PCT 2 6  2012 



P - -. . - -. . . .. - - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1592/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elias Gaffen 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 
AUG 1 4  ,2012 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

UG 1722012 #)umvasrmraFRcei 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

nen- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

IndexNo: 121518/03 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Monroe H. Evans 1 NO OPPOSITION SUMn IRY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) “FLED 
SO ORDERED, 

AIJG 1 7 2012 



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: 1 12220/03 

Russell E. Day 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies? LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

WT 2 6 2012 

SO ORDERED, couNTvcLlsRlcs- 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW- A 

AlJG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18438/03 

Angela D’Ambrosio 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New $@qI$ew York 
P r  ,2012 

*It I* I Frank Ortiz, Esq. I. , 
% h /  

$.- - ’ I  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Judith A. vavitz, Esq 
DARGER~RRANTE YAVITZ BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 Easi 27th Street, 1 2fh-Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 F , ~ ! D  
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK c m  NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10009/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Neil Walker 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 F\LED 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

Gerald Arzie 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Au6,14 ,2012 

,p'% I' 1 J 
y . $&* * a *  

!F - e*\ /" "".u 1 

", + 

,+ r? 

fl 

L"w,<.r* 

4 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Walker Alexander, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1589/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

fmpJ4 -72012 

g-‘ *.*..:p’ m i *-j 4 .  f ‘I-% - 4 L  
9’ j4, A AJ >&”. L,. :. 2- Y 

,> >. .* 7.w” Frank Ortiz, Esq. -. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



" 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103796104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ - - - - _ " r l - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l d  12 

2 e if 

ELSER, MOSKO WITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

AUG 112012 

5 142135v.1 



" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

df 

I 

FranklM. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - -  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ry 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

05335.31083 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142056~. 1 



w 
c > 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________________________l_l___l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1939/03 
110257/04 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& DICKER LLP 

TON COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 142042~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - - - _ _ - _ - _ _ r _ _ _ l - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r r l r _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 12801 9/02 

, -  .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHEsTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, f l  WEITZ &LUXENBERG 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.29408 

V Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

r n A /  / 
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 

5088035v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George R. Schumacher 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 11 1912/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor A interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable 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 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

i\ Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
4 WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
’. EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

, New York 100 17 

AUG 172012 

5105188v.l 



.. . . .  

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ l l r _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190438/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _________________-r___________________II" 

This Document Relates To: 

Myriam Galeano, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Manuel Galeano &!a Manuel Arturo Galeano, 
Sr., deceased. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPOFUTION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

l i  
and without costs. 

546 FiwAvenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

212-490-3000 
File No. 10557.01 109 

- 
Hon. Sferry K! Heitler AUG 172012 

5052001~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - - - _ _ - “ _ “ l _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - _ _ l _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Joseph Lucente Jr. and Giovanna Lucente SUMMARY \ 

X _ l l _ ” l l _ r _ l r _ _ r _ r - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, also incorrectly s/h/a “BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” hereby requests summary judgment in the abave-entitled 
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, also incorrectly s/h/a “BRYANT HEATING & 
COOLING SYSTEMS” with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, also incorrectly &/a “BRYANT HEATING & COOLING 
SYSTEMS”, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

5 146292~. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

James Santacroce Sr. SUMMARY 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

*%vrs z 6 ?.!!"$lie ILSON, R. Evans, ELSER, Esq. MOSKOWITZ, 
T L M A N  & DICKER LLP 

&q& Attorn'ey for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,30571 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142498~. 1 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ - l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Irving H. Kline 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103473/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

..ereby requests summary WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA n 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

E WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, & EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.31 101 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142414~. 1 



.. 

I 
I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

Attorney for Defendant 
+ / -  A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

AUG 1 72012 
5 142085~. 1 



I t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________l"__l_l l - - - -_-------- - - - - - - - lr----- -" 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _""l l l * - l -___________-- - - - - l r - -"- - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1940/03 
107242105 

". . -  

NO OPPQSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

*-nrc 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
ILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

DELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5 142079~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ " r l _ - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Anthony Barretta 

.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 183 1/03 
1 18350/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 

ork, New York 10017 
e No. 05335.30626 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142060~. 1 

AUG 172012 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______r_r___"_l-ll_-__________________II- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ l _ " r _ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113233/04 
1 1 1794/04 

Donald E. Naylor NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " l r " _ _ - - - - l - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q $u 
*&is 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

ork, New York 10017 
e No. 05335.31332 

& LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

A00 1 ?zoifl 

5142458v.1 
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NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

No. 05335.30689 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142441~. I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

LED 
I 2 6 2012 WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

700 Broadway mm C L E R ~  -Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 N ~ Y W K  rC -44AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

st 42"d Street 
ork, New York 100 17 

ur File No. 05335.3 1845 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142472~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - l l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __"_______- - - - - - - - - -_______ l_____ l______-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 18280/03 

Francis J. Smith 

." , -  e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

SON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff E D E ~ N  DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.3061 1 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142557~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -___ - l l -___r_ l_ - - - - " l - - " - -_~__-______-__  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ - - - - - -  
This Document Relates To: 

Charles Salerno 

n 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16466/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

hereby requests summary 
tules Section 3222, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q p /  12 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

cme m a e  R. Evans, Esq. 
Nw y m  >SON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335,30504 

SO ORDERED, 



Robert C. McDonald 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1940/03 
1 1 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ym Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

ileNo. 05335.31313 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 
5142437v.l 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' -  x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, IVY 10003 

ulie R. Evans, Esq. 
ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

NEW y w  M H E S T E R T O N  COMPANY 
150 E a ~ t 4 2 " ~  Street 
New York. New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.30674 

..+- 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142552~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __________l_"r_l l____-- - - - - - - - - - - - - I - l - -" - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1939/03 
1 18094/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

R. Evans, Esq. 
ON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
MAN & DICKER LLP 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 
10017 
605 

SO ORDERED, 

5142518v.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 
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I 
I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without I 

costs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

Dated: New York, New York 

f i P T  3 : VIQ 

NTY CLERKS 
6’) 67%. I 

Y L-,,* 5 )  +hw. E)$,, ,# <.,&* 

&-”--%,# 

R. Evans, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 

NEWYOm * 
WTLSI~N, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ON COMPANY 

ew York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142503~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l l _ _ _ _ _  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __ I"___________________________ I I_______-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 183 1/03 
1 18346/03 

Robert C. Schassler NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

FILED Dated: New York, New York 

8;113,// Z 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

York, New York 10017 
File No. 05335.30622 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142500~. 1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X r r - - 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1589/03 
1 12075/03 

"" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York FILED 
O C i  26  2012 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

; No, 05335.30325 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 
5 142570~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l______________l"______l______________ll- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Earl C. Smawley I11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101359/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ..ereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8/&ll.z FILED 
O C T  2 6  2012 

&---* /sl c 4 /  fi- 4' P g  CrnrnOFmCE 
""UU t+/+' evs"~ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

New York 10017 
,05335.30999 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142554~. 1 
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NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - I  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York FILED 
CLERICS OFFEE 
EwYORK 4 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

York 10017 
35,3 1278 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 

5 142547~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - l l r r l - l___"_______________I____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -----l- l--_l__"l_____-----------____l-rl- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 14680/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- ,  - ,  
I (  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5 142486~. 1 



Martin Rappaport 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -  e .. . -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

X * * * * * - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York FILED 6;1 b p  
OCT 2 6  2012 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.3 1040 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 7 2012 

5 142476~. 1 



Roy J. Fuller 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG Wvy; 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

York 10017 
35.31005 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142128v.l 
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Joseph G. Dufour 

- . . " - " * - + - - - - -  .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * I - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

0.05335.30512 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142105~. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

John G. Cundy 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * F\LED 
- 

-Y 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5335.305 16 

SO ORDERED, 

5 14209 lv.  1 
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NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

FILED Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. .  
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, N W  rk 10017 

P ~ l e  NO. 05335.31268 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142076~. 1 



I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

York 10017 
35.30589 

SO ORDERED, 

5142068~. I 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
'i 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

SO ORDERED, 

5 14243 8v. 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \Y 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

33 5.3 0 1 74 

SO ORDERED, 

AlJG 17201t 

514248Xv.l 



SUP~EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ~ * l l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l - I ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Harry P. Rober 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 653/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OIiDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___________l1__l1__1_------r-lr-rl------------------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -lll-_-r__..___rl________________________- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1795/04 
1 13229/04 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York. New York A '  

4 
7 ---I- Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - - - -. - . -__- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 

ew York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

5 142483v.1 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SALVATORE J. VASTA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 113938/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.93961 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

FILED 
OCT 26 2012 

C O W  CLERKS 8mCE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ANDREW DOYCHAK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105654/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.93916 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARYJUJIGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: L4SPart39 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Crown Cork & Seal USA, hc. (“Crown”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against Crown 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 

Crown be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. OCT 2 6 W I N G  ZULACK WELTAMSON ZAUDERER LLP EARLY & STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 1 
(212) 986-2233 (212) 412-9500 

SO ORDERED: 

851371/21108 



. . 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
wz- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway @H@est 40th Street 
New York, New York mw yQfV(N&rk, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

m d  Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A.C, & S., INC., ad., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 106508/02 
1 10788/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: ,/-- 
Hon. S h E y  Klein Haler ,  J.S.C. 



-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

out costs. same are hereby dismissed wi 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P m  CL w % % S K A L  EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Nm y eys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

B 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1 001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: UG 172012 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X .............................................................. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, As Executrix for the Estate : 
of FRANK AMBROSIO and JUDITH 
AMBROSIO, Individually, 

____"_I________________________------------------------_---_-- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. + 

lYCA 

Index Nos. 1 1 194 1 /03 
104852/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&. N& York 

FILW DASKAL EMERY LLP 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

~ < *  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

AUG 1 72012 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 110790/02 
i 

7 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. and JEANNE LA DIEU, 

P 1 aint i ffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
[ 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 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.15350 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Roland E. LaDieu, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4848-9531-5472.1 



5 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PEGGY LOFTON, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 113793102 

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 

costs. 

P 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Peggy Lofton 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No, 1863.27893 

Hon. Shehy&eKMeitle: 

4842-5791-2336 1 



S U P a M g  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ALICE DI GIRALAMO as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT J, LYDECKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

AErrVA 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 15 157/02 

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 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 h e r e 9  dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F\@ ';j;!, 

Dated: New York, New York 
f"" 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 12.232.1 300 2 12.558.5500 

Robert J. Lydecker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

N G  1 VOlf 
File No, 1863.27068 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4821-7773-4160. I 



mrn4 
‘ 

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.) 

! Index No. 102837/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document r e 1  

I JOHN J. O’BRIEN, 

Plaintiff, 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 § 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 
k f l u & y ,  2dIL 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Erin Zi-. 
Attorney or Defendant 

, ‘ 4  
c ,  , “ X . A A h  

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 12.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 
File No. 1863.11303 

John J. b’Brien 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

>- 

Ai!(; 1’12012‘ 
SO ORDERED, 

1-1 4846-2746-9840.1 



SUPREM5 COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

SAM MOGAVERO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC, et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 114876/02 

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 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., 

costs. 

by dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

p ,  
# .  

AQum-lyl Zd[Z 

E r g Z i n f i k m m d  Y sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Sam Mogavero 

77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEWIS BRISBOIS B~SCAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File No. 1863.27892 
n I --- 

SO ORDERED, 
c 

AUG 172012 

4846-1 049-6016.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 
Index No. 112561/02 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, 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 prejudice and without 

costs. 

.- 
Dated: N w York, New York 

W J z  

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Stanley Ryandak 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558300 
File No. 1863.20354 N G  172012 

SO ORDERED, 



+ 
3 
"SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 AEmA ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 100302/02 
This Document relates to: 

LOUIS PAVON and MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, i 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 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: N w York, New York Lup&y, W l 7  

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street, 21 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863,12539 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558 S500 

P.C. 

AUG 172012 

SO ORDERED, 

4834-1964-1 360.1 



. . - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No. 190336/11 
DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&k#-W,, W/& 

p' 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1 300 
File No. 1863.19160 

4824-4689-05 12. I 
! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - CQUN'fY OF NEW YOFK 
1 IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) : 
j Index No. 110775/02 
i 
! 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

FRANCES TINE, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SALVATORE TINE and FRANCES TINE, 
Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i 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 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 prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&W@/q/ w/2- 

Attorney fcr€Y&endant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.27628 

so ORDERED, 

f-  

Hon, S s  Klein Heitler 

AUG 1 12012 

4825-1413-0448.1 



1 

SUPR&ME 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, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document r e l a t a  
j Index No. 105546/03, 100087/03 

DOMENICK CALLO and BONITA CALLO, 

Plaintiffs, i 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 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 
@ + T L - X 3 1 r c  

.A 
I* A 
c - L ,, 

7Dana M, Northcraft, Esq. 
- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Domenick Callo 
LEWIS BRISBOIS HISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27835 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

- -  

SO ORDERED, 

4819-0231-7327.1 



. ,S\UPRIhfE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
kOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 100396/03, 114010/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

EDWARD GRANT and LORRAINE GRANT, 

I 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
AETNA 

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 dis prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S-7L- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRXSBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.13362 

Dana M. Northcraft, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Edward Grant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 
212.558.5500 

4824-4095-771 1. I 

. .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitla, 3.). 

i Index NO. 190284/2012 
This Document relates to: 

ROLLAND M. ENGLE,, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

3M COMPANJ!, et al, 

D efendmts. 

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, XNC., with prejudice 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BTSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 l st Floor 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4" FL 

New York, New York 10005 NEW YoRK,N.Y. 10036 

SO ORDERED, d 
Hon. Sh&fkle& Heitler 

4814-6$32-4624.1 AUG I 72012 



.. . . .- . . .. . - . . 

$UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

I 

j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 100402/03 
i 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of DOMINIC A. D'ANGELO, 

Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. AEmA 
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 prejudice and without 

costs. 

OCT 2 6  812 Dated: New York, New York e--/ '2.. &, i ,=L 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Dominic A. D'Angelo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

File No. 1863.22529 

SO ORDERED, 
@ ! -  AUG I 72012 

Hon. Sherry Klein itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COcTNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOAN BO, as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
ED K. BO, and JOAN BO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 114898102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AETW.. 

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 prejudice and without 

costs, FILED : 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

j P .  g&t*gk- I 41 to !L w 2 6  2032 
w 

Y sq. Erin Z i m r n e  
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISEOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558 .SO0 

f03r 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Ed K. Bo 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4842-8792-7568.1 



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 Index No. 103375102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

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 

CQStS. FILED 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Mark D. Ashton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.55 8,5500 

48 18-5483-8032.1 



s 

- 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. 121252/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PAUL A. SMOLLEY SR. and ROSEMARIE 
SMOLLEY, 

P1 ain t i ffs 
- ag ains t - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Lndustries, 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., b reby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
pez, Esq 

Paul A. S m o k y  Sr. and Rosemarie Smolle 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 Peerless Industries, Inc. 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
1863-19589 

SO ORDERED, 

4826-2626-2288. I 



L 

SUPRkME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS H. VALONE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 10524/02 

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 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 

ismissed with prejudice and without FeEQ defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and 

costs. 
fJC1 26 N1 

& R e  
Dated: New York, New York 

*&w, ZOlL c o u t r r v N f H Y * ~  c ,  
I I -  

d - 3 

1 .I 

Erin Zi& an, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27894 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Thomas H. Valone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

IwJ 17201t 
SO ORDERED, 

. ...- - 

7 
4830-6790-9648.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 109483/02 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

This Document relates to: 

PHYLLIS M. WILLIS WALKER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE A. WALKER, SR., and PHYLLIS 
C. WALKER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, ! 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 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 FILED . 

AttorneyLfi;rDefenda& 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.27647 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
George A. Walker 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
212.558.5500 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

485 1-6532-3792.1 



* 
SUPRgME 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, J.) 

j Index No, 103447/02 

j 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS F. WEBER, as Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANK WEBER and CATHERINE COLE-WEBER, 
Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS HEATER COMPANY, INC., et al. 

Defendants. J 

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. FILED 
flCT 26 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

/y, ML- 
v 

\ 9YT - 

Peerless Heater Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No, 1863.6285 

Frank Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

l720@ SO ORDERED, 

4847-7957-8896.1 



S W P ~ ~ E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK . &JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 1 1 1589/03 

% +  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: -v 
STEPHEN MUXIE, 

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 CFOSS claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED 1 

Dated: New ork, New YO& L. ,, fl/@M 2 6  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Stephen Muxie 

77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

File No. 1863.19326 

SO ORDERED, AUG 17ZOlt 



SbPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DENIS A. DONAHUE and ANNE DONAHUE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10242 1 /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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&~&/y, U wit OCT 2 6  2012 f" 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 

Denis A. Donahue 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1863.17537 

SO ORDERED, AUG I72012 

4846-2524-1360.1 



t 

AET2vA SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 1 12087/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

TILLIE KOSTOROSKI, Individually and as Administratrix i 
for the Estate of JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i 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 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. 

P' 

' . Y * M "  
p---, 

Dated: ew York, New York FILED 
''It OCT 2 6  2012 , , ' -  . ~' 

* *  '., I i' 

&E& Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
John S. Kostoroski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-CLNucsOmCE 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS B~issois BHGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27891 

SO ORDERED, 

4812-2097-4096 1 



SWPREmE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN J. KEOUGH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

AEZNA 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 

Index No. 1 15009/02 

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 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 

,r4 

FILED costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h6up / I / (  2d'L-OCT 2 6  2012 

m C L E R K S O F F l C E  " 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
John J. Keough 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1843.27592 

72012 
SO ORDERED, 

4852-9757-5 184.1 '._< 



I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
TERRV n T u n n m w m i  I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10245/04 & 
1 1 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.93915 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, ---.. 

OCT 2 6  2012 

 COUNT^ CLERKS OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1.72012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
BILLIE W. SELF I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127409/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

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. si ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 1028.92771 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK MONASTER0 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127406102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

D a t e d : & a ; L  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 1028.93887 

SO ORDERED, 

FILED 
OCT 2 6  2012 AUG 112012 



P 1 ainti ff( s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

Index No.: 190088/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defcndant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. FILED 
OCT 2 6  2012 

~ O F F I C E  Katrina Murphy, Esq." K 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
ird Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NANCY TAWFIK, as Executrix for the Estate of' WAFIK 
TAWFIK, and MONA TAWFIK, Individually, 

X _r-r-__rr__"__r_-_rrIr-----r--r----r-----r--------------------------- 

X __1__1______1___________________________------------------------- 

Index No.: 190327/1 I 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and as Successor to 

York Ship Inc. (hereinafter "CompuDyne Corporation"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are. hereby dismiss 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

()f,T ?,G 3012 

cc,_ cQ"mYc&ERw- - 
--I 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAI, McCAMRRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 'Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway ttorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 
SO ORDERED, 

I72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERTO ROMAN and TRUDY ROMAN 

X r_l____ll_"l_""_lll__1--1--11----------------------------------------- 

x Index No.: 190262/11 -------------_---r__r____r_____r_r_f___r--"--""-------------""""- 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et.al. I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs to either party. 

OCT 2 6  2012 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK - 

Kevin W. Turbert, E&. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10032 



i 

. - - - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE DUNPHY, 

X ................................................................. 

X _______---111_--11--__--”---111-1---1------------”------------ 

Index No.: 190097A 2 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et, a]., 

Defendants. 
X .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, Individually, and as Successor to 

York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter “CompuDyne Corporation”), hereby requests Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

nd Defendant, CompuDyne Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs to eithcr party. 

Dated: New York, NY 
+ W * / L  

9 sq. hm . .  P- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P1 ai nti ff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite I 100 

, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. KINGSLEY, 

X ................................................................. 

X Index No.: 190081/12 -----___---I-----______l________l_______------------------------- 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al. 

WHF,REFORE, 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, 

BWIIP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York F\LED 
ocl ZB 

+/PS 

Benj in Darche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRTDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

Yd@----- 
= 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190091/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hcrcinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER”), hereby requests Summary Judbment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are 

without costs to either party. 

,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, - 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al., 

... .. 

Index No.: 190163/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/P, 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 

Dated: New York, New York 

uef 2 6  312 

Benj&in Darche, Esq. Lindsey WFost&Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg SEGAL McC RIDGE SINGER & 
Attornevs for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 

)r Defendant 
n * L -  1 qnn 

Attorneys fc 
850 Third Avenue, mute I IUU 

700 Briadway 
New York. NY 10003 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 1903344 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION, SUCCESSOR IN 

INTEREST TO DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter "DURAMETALLIC") 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Sections 32 12, 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. 

Dated: Njqv York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, 

KARST & VON OISTE, LLP 

Erik P. Karst, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Hwy 249 
Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 

Flowserve Corporation, Successor in 
Interest to Durametallic Corporation 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, h\\E 1 m a  



SUPREWE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO[% 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

1N RE NEW Y O U  CrrY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No, ll)0091/09 

OKEQ AUCIUSTWOWICZ. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEIL-MCLATN, a division of THE MARLEY COWANY (“Woil- 

McLain”) hereby requests sumniary judgment in the rrbovwntitlcd casc, pumuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Saotlon 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against d e f e n h t  Weil-McLain with prejudice, 

and thaw being no opposition thereto, 

FKED ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendam, all cloinis and oross claims 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MALABY Bi B’RADLEY, LLC 
Atrorncys for Defendant WciJ-McLain 
1 SO Broadway, Suitc 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
180 Maiden Lane 
New Yorlr, N’Y 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 781-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102562/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NELSON E. NEWCOMB, 
Phi nti ff( s), 

JO 
- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

POSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

abovc-cntitled 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 

to either party. 

Dated: 7/59 , 2012 
New Yo&, New York 

OCT 2 6  2012 

COWlYCLERlcsbmcE 
\ )f# - - NEWYOM 

J e w e x .  Budner, Esq 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

Am 1 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 1794/04 

.. . 

GENE KEDING, 

P lainti ff(s) , NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION - against - 

MIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEL-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 ail 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: ,2012 
New Fork, New York 

FILED 
OCT 2 6  2012 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



, ... .____-"I .. .. . . . . . .... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190207/12 
~n R ~ :  NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HELENE STEWART, 

Plaintif€@), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al,, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same Fprdr prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

OCT 2 6  2012 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102562/06 
In Re: NEW YORJS CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NELSON E. NEWCOMB, 
Plai nti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAN, et al,, 

Dcfcndants. 

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 Wcil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, WeiI-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: l j 3d  , 
New Y o  , New York 

.- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

L _+- 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
Ncw York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



... .. . . . . - . . - . . . .. -- - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 1 17983/02 
JAMES A. FRETTO and JENNY L. FRETTO, 

Plaintiffs, ! 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 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 prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A 

AttorneMDefendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 12.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.22837 

James A. Fretto 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

.- ~- 

48464261-3936.1 



SUPREIZE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN and MARIE FLYNN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104304/02 

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 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 
&4U&/L!! Z O l t  

Erin Zi-an, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

FILED I* 

-RS m r t i z ,  Esq. 
NE'W Attornay for Plaintiff 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Michael 0. Flynn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1863.15388 
AUG 1 ?2012 mA!Y---- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shcrrff 1eNHeitler 

4824-1 123-8672.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190181/02 

REGGIE FRAZIER, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against I 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

SINGER & MA 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 ite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1098s 1/03 

RAYMOND J. MOORE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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-McLah be and the s 

to either party. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: b 1-7 ,2012 nSr  2 6  2012 
New York, New York 

I 
P *  I'P 2 *'* ,/ 

&, t,&<.a'~ 'r ' ; ,,.** , 
&$---"%*> i b 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 126934102; 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 104385/03 

DONALD K. MURPHY, 

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. FILED 
UCT 2R 7ni 

Dated: 3 1; 
New &r , New York 

Frank 

L - -. --I ,2012 

- " L U l 2  

Ortiz, Esq. 

VGE WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'Q MGAL MCCA 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAH NEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDMUND PROULX, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Index No,: 105 169/04 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \) SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SlNGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. NY 10022 

AUG 112012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No,: 102105/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH RUSSO, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s) , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: -C)LE New York, New 

A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Tal$ e N. Megerian, EA 
WEITZ & LUXENB-LER~~ O F F l g @ ~ ~  M C C A M B ~  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs NEW YOR.K SINGER & MAHO 'I LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

lon. sh&ry-#lein Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190089/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the at 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs corn$ 

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 Defen 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ite 1100 
10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 1 1594/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PASQUALE SCIALDONE, 
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 

to either party. 

missed with prejudice and without costs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' " ~ T E G A L  MCCAMB~EWE--- 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh-ein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 116099/03 

EUGENE E, BOLES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants , 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

FILED 
Dated: %I 7 ,2012 

New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: '' 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

AUG 172012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAYMOND E. KELLOGG, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 

NO OP1 
SUMMARI 

MC 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Sumr 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectic 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, 

opposition thereto, 

OIRDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

to either party. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, L? 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1 O( 
New York, NY 10022 

AUG 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK AEmA 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 1 15354/02 
This Document relates to: 

HARVEY FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ 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 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 prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
plctau&/y, 201 t 

I '  
*. 

Erin 2' 3 Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F / a  
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries? Inc. Harvey Fiala 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMJTH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27607 

SO ORDERED, 

4831-3246-2352.1 



SlJf'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

8 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No. 1 17982/02 

AETlvA ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

GARY L. FARNHAM and GLORIA FARNHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 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 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 prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOK BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 
File No. 1863.22836 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Gary L. Farnham 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 1 72012 

4838-5368-6032.1 



SUPREME COURT A OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTYOF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 104298/02 
This Document relates to: 

HAROLD L. GREEN and EVELYN B. GREEN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ 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 $ 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. 

.x i 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Harold L, Green 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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 
File No. 1863.15394 

AUG 1 SO ORDERED, 

4821-2622-2608. I 



S'UPREMEEOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COI6JTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 104165/02 
, 
JOHN A. HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, 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 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. 

48 17-2376-6032. I 

fi&4U& i q (  , WIb- F\LEO QCT 26 2012 s ' - - - , h  i 1  )* 

Dated: New York, New York 

1" 1 

?>"** , + *  I<* @OF"€ 
C O m l L s ! & K  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
John A. Hynes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27648 

SO ORDERED, 



SbPFtEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 104521/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

RICHARD BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, i 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 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 prejudice and without 

costs. F\LZDd/ 
Dated: New York, New York .lazz 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Richard Bossey 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1863.27655 

SO ORDERED, 
At)G 11 7 2 m  

4818-8898-2288. I 



-. ... . . .. . -. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O ~ ~ A  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
L - G'OUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

i NYCAL 
! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 12801 9/02 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ESTHER REMINGTON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES E. 
REMINGTON, 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 Q 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., with prejudice and without 

costs. 

rless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 1 2.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27822 

James E. Remington 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 172012 
SO ORDERED, 

4816-5896-8847 I 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/15/12 

STEPHEN MUXIE 

INDEX NO. 
112084/03 & 1 1  1589/03 
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 co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo& 

w 7  
__--e----*- * 

RICHA~I~V. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ocT 26  2017 Attorn y f  Defendant 
700 Broadway Consoli ted Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5334-03 

10003-3598 
.__-. 



SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITIITN THE CITY 0 1 ;  NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 

................................................... .................. 

LITIGATION, 
...................................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH WARSZNITER 

INDEX NO. 
108209i03 
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 Practicc Law 

and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company F,~E’ of N w be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yojk nr.1 a6 

w -  P h n  Alvarado, Esq. Timoi tliy fi/f#cCann, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 1 0003 

R T C H A R V .  BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No.: 
S-5 172-03 



?'Mc:CC(jpk) 
8/1/17 

Our File No 
S-5566-03 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTlES 
WITHW TIIE CITY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

. _._I"__ I I ~I,,_____.......................................~~.~~ I "  "~ ~ 

......................................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES SALERNO 

INDEX NO. 
1 16466/03; 1 15983/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company ofNew York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated 

dismissed with prejudice and 

Inc., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ \  I- 
COUNTY 
w )I 

I v 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERW.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

R I C H A ~  BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney f efendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

AlJG 172012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
4/21 I 2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN 

INDEX NO. 
126935/02 AND 104155/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ccnsolidated Ediscn Ccrnpany of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New F, Yo 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RICHARD W. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4220-03 

AUG 172012 



TMc:CC'(J~L 1 
8/1/12 

Our File No.: 
S-503 1-03 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

......_............ .. . _. ............................... I _ .  

. . l _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ l _  1"._.....-.........................~........~~~..~~~..~.~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO G. PALMER 

......_...__.__lly~_~~..~~~.......................~........~............. 

m-D%:X NO. 
i 00904/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JIJDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hercby rcquests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of N ,LED w be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prcjudice and without costs. 

U- 
W I D  3, flhqiq-Ea. 1 

RICHARD W. RA 
Attorney for 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN T H E  CITY OF NEW YORK 
... .........._...... I I _  ._ " ~ I . "  ................................ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE 

INDEX NO. 
1 1 l795/05; 1 13232/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHEKRY 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 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Compa FEED be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

ork, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No.: 
S-4294-04 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/1/12 

Our File No.: 
S-43 12-04 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK ............................................................. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION7 
..................................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO 

.......................................................................... 

INDEX NO. 
1 1 1780/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Tnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defcndant consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of Ncw York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New-York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LONDO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNeYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

. . -. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOLORES M. CRAMER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF THOMAS F. CRAMER, AND 
DOLORES M. CRAMER, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 13709 

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 cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:83-/ZNew York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 

New Brunswick, 

Dolores M. Cramer, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Thomas F. Cramer, and Dolores M. Cramer 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

AUG 172012 

CA-HOST-2 
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I- tY < a 
HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORN.  WNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO B O X  480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
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: 

DEBORAH A. STEWART, ESQ., AS PROPOSED 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HERMAN RICHMAN, AND DEBORAH 
A. STEWART, ESQ., AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MARGARET RICHMAN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-118014 

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 against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED:B New York, New York 71 y/ (u 

JOH#lRICHMOND, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Deborah A. Stewart, Esq., as Proposed 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
Herman Richman, and Deborah A. Stewart, 
Esq., as Personal Representative for the 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 4 
Jew Brunswick, New Jer 

;O ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
AlTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

701 WILTSEY'S JERSEY MILL R Rl 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW DUGGAN AND HANNAH DUGGAN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11 589 

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 3212, dismissing plairdfs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Go., 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 71 3'1 I 

m l C H M O N D ,  ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

40 Paterson Street - 
New Brunswick, Ne 

SO ORDERED: 

C ED 
IUG 1 4  2012 

4RT 30 
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HOAOLAND. LDNQO 
MORN,  WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHRISTOPHER RAMOS, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LOUIS M. RAMOS, AND ALICE 
RAMOS, 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., 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 7 /34  /'L. 

J O H ~ C H M O N D ,  ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Christopher Rarnos, as Executor for the Estate 
of Louis M. Ramos, and Alice Ramos, 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

I 

PART 30 



HOAOLAIYD, LONG0 
MORAN. WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEVS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
FRW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
S U E  202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ABRAHAM STERMAN, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MILDRED STERMAN AND ABRAHAM STERMAN, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11496 

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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:hft  New York, New York 

4ttorneys for Defendant, 

IO Paterson Street - PO Box 4 
(ohler Co. 

dew Brunswick, New Jersey 0 

presentative for the Estate of Mildred 

io ORDERED: 

RE 

CA-HOST-1 
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HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NNVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

PO 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: 

SARAH BUGLIONE, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF NEIL BUGLIONE AND SARAH 
BUGLIONE, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 18437 

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:8-13.)2 New York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) ,  
Sarah Buglione, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Neil Buglione and Sarah Buglione, Individually 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I111lllllllll IIIII 11111 lllll1llll1 I1 lllllll Ill Hlll llll 
CA-HOST-3 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

Index No.: 190152/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CornpuDyne Corporation, Individually, and as Successor to 

York Shipley, Inc. (here inah  "CompuDyne Corporation"), hereby requests Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, CompuDyne Corporation, be and the 

without costs to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys For Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 
&$a k 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, __ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

BRIAN J. STANTON 

.. 
Index No. 190041/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0XU)ER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.. 
Attorneys for PZaintg(s) 
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 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, w Hon. Sherry lei eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 120113/99 
124227102 

X 

ENRICO AM01310 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OWER 

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. 

New York, New York 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain, 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUmNBERG, PC.. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(.) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

3 p t  1 7 2012 iyi; r) 



.. - % -  

- I  n. 

This Document Relates to: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
WTTQRNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N M ,  BRUNSWCK. NJ *pS 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 10568 

SQUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 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 LITIGATION 

EDWARD MCGRATH 

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' 

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 7/3/ 1- 

A ,n 
. .  

r 

CARL FIGUEROA, E S d  1 
HOAGLAND, LONGO,~ORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Edward McGrath 
Kohier Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

QCI t6  "" 
F 

0 e  a€@& 
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HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERERSON ST 

NWV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTHJERSEY 1 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX a m  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEVEN ALBERT, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PHYLLIS ALBERT AND WILLIAM 
ALBERT, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11 591 

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 cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 8/9/2012 

ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. 

lndex No.: 190088/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter “CompuDyne Corporation”), hcrcby requcsts Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, with prejudice, and therc 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, CompuDyne Corporation, be and the s 

without costs to either party. 

wm-z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRTDGE SINGER & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

York 10022 

, 4. 1, (’ ).jir 3 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ELMONT E. WARDELL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al,, 

Dcfsndmts. 

Index No.: 100855/03 

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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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: ,2012 

FILED 
OCT 2 6  2012 

W R M  om,cE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. N M Y ~ K  ~ 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, S 1100 

1 New Y o r k , d  2 
00 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1781'1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 1 1794/04 

GENE KEDING, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: ,2012 
New ‘fork, New York FILED 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MMONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

. New York, NY 10022 
--(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 11 1592/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ELIAS GAFFEN, 

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. 

s' 

Fr& brtiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ~ C ~ E R K S  OFF,CE 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain NEW YORI( 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

w York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

~AUG 172b11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Lndex No.: 11 1589/03 

STEPHEN MUXIE, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OWEFED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: && 3 ,2012 
New Yo , New York 

FILED 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. OCT 2 6  2012 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 Avenue, Suite 1100 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

couHtv OFFICE 
YOAK 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 172812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

PETER JOSEPH WEBER 

Index No. 122497100 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no apposition 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, Npy York , 

Y- - 1 Y - 2 W S  . _  

Frank O%zTEsq. -7 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for PlaintiSf) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

f 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLOCT 8 6 m2 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain - 150 Broadway, Suite 6 0 0 - w  
New York, New York 10038 mur#c - ---_ 
(212) 791-0285 
/ 

SO ORDERF, 



Plaintiff($), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et. al.,. 

. -  

Index No.: 190309/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

WtED" Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismis 

without costs to either party. 

OCT 26 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT: AIL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES DIETRICH 

INDEX NO. 
115214/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, 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 consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison C 

dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: New York, New York 

8\W\ x 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

I New York. NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



RAYMOND SABO, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT 

Plaintiff, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, skla The B.F. Goodrich 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 GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/Wa B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

y dismissed with prejudice and Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be a 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Patrick J. D a e r  
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 

Princeton, NJ 08540 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles M .  Ferguson, Esq. (609)924-6000 

.< Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

. f l fG 1 72012 SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN H. RYAN, 

Plain tiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: 190493/11 
-against- 

BALDOR ELECTRICAL COMPANY, et al., 

!kfcnda:lPs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AAF-McQuay, lnc. d/b/a McQuay International (“McQuay”) hereby 
requests Summary Judgment in the above-captioned action pursuant to CPLR 32 12 dismissing the 
Plaintiffs’ Complaint against McQuay, wilhprejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
AAF-McQuay, Inc. d/b/a McQuay International shall be and the same are dismissed, with prejudice, and 
without costs to either party as against the other. 

. A  

Dated: July I2 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KWIGSBEKG FAUST, GOETZ, SCHENKER & BLEE, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John H. Ryan 
800 Third Avenue, I 3th Floor 
New Ynrk. NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant AAF-McQuay, Inc. 
d/b/a McQuay International 
Two Rector Street, 20th Floor 
New York. NY 10006 

(2 12) 605-6200 (212) 363-6900 



STATE OF NEW YOKK ) 

COUN'l'Y OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

NILDA GONZALEZ, being sworn says: I arn not a party to the action, am over 

18 years of age and reside in the State of New York. 

On July 23, 2012, 1 served 3 true copy of the annexed NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER AS pro DEFENDANT AAF- 

MCQUAY, INC. d/b/a MCQUAY INTERNATIONAL, by mailing the same in a 

sealed envelope, with postage prepaid thereon, in a post-office or official depository of 

the U.S. Postal Service within thc State of  New York, addressed to the last known 

address of the addrcssee(s) as indicated below, as follows: 

SEE ATTACHED SEHVICE IiIDEH 

Swo to before me this 
", j 4 ay of July, 2012 



Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard 
& Smith, LLP 
77 Water Street 
New York, NY 10005 

Amid Gross 
SNK Denton US I,LP (NY) 
122 1 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, N Y  10020-6700 

Richard Leff, Esq. 
McGivney & Kluger, P.C. (NYC) 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10024 

George Hodges 
Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 
55 Church Street 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 

Judith Yavitz, Esq. 
Darger Errante Yavitz & Rlau LLP 
1 16 East 27‘’’ Street, 12‘” Floor 
New York, N Y  10016 

Rob Tonogbanua, Esq. 
Dickie McCamey & Chilcote, P.C. 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 

Mound, Cotton, Wollan & Greengrass 
One Battery Park Plaza 
New York, NY 10004 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  CITY : NYCAL 
_________"___r_________1_1___________1____--------------_---------- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__________lr__r____l_____f__________l___----------------_---------- X 

This Document Relates To: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
GUSTAVE A. BENSON, COMPANY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 113471/04 

-against- 

WHEIREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 
FORD MOTOR COMPAN? be with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8 \  o\ ,2012 OCT 03 2012 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

J 
SO ORDERED: 

H-HERR 

A #  I F: 212-593-6970 

mfi HEITLER 

(01145203.DOCX } 

. ... 



VINCENT LEONE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintii'f, 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1700 

P,UG 1.72012 



KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF and 
JOANNE DOLORES ALTUCHOFF, JUDGMENT MOTION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
Including ARVINMERITOR, INC., 

WHEREFOREy defendant ArvinMeritor, 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 ArvinMeritor, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED 
I -  

Dated: New York, New York 

l 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
Attorneys for Pluinti s 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

4T 
(212) 681-1575 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

12) 506- 1700 

AUG 1 '12012 


