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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERMAN0 A. KUHN, 

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

j Index No.: 108950/01, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 York, New York FILED ,2012 

Treadwell Corporation Kuhn, Gennano A. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 122012 SO ORDERED, 

1235-23870 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERMAN0 A. KUHN, 

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

i Index No.: 108950/01, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Cowter & 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 

FILED 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

NOV 0 7  M12 

U/& 

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

Kuhn, German0 A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-24170 



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

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

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

Index No.: 190203/12 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOHN LOGAN AND GAIL LOGAN, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPANY, hereby requests swnmary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, AURORA PUMP e are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New YorkL 

Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Logan and Gail Logan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

1003-4257 

(N0146740-1) 



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

.. 

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

I (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 190203/12 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

JOHN LOGAN AND GAIL LOGAN, 

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

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL CO., N C . ,  hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL CO., INC. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILI, CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York FILED 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Logan and Gail Logan 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 122012 

Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 
963-1119 

{N0146740-3 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 104954/06, 

INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK KOONE, SR., and INES KOONE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

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 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 

costs. 

d with prejudice and without 

Dated: New Yor e York 
\[$ r, 2012 

[ Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NOV 07  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Koone, Frank Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 
2571-1526 



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

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

INES KOONE, AS Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK ROONE, SR., and INES KOONE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104954/06, 

NO OYYOSITION 
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 Corp., hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

NOV 0 7  ?Ill2 

CLERK'S -E 
- NEWYORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Koone, Frank Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
€Ion. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 1 2  2012 

2383-27408 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYcAL4 

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

Index No.: 127888/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR. and URITA HODGE, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. NC., et ai. 

, Defendants. 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 
2012 

omey for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Hodge, Sr. and Urita Hodge 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C.Y )I INTY OF NEW YORK 
i $1 ’ i YI;w YORK COUN’TY i NYCAL 

“slr13STOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

T H I ~  I:)OCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 113504/03, 
j THOMAS FAUGHEY and SUSAN FAUGHEY, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : 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 $ 321 2, dismissing 

plaii ~i iffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and diere 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. 

FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Faughey, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

OCT O 5 2012 1122-24010 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. MTTRANO, SR. and THOMASINE 
MITRANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 16609/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. FILED 
Dated: N w York, New York QQ I ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 

- 

% 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 5500 

Mitrano, John R. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-18448 



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

~ 

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

~ 

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

j Index No.: 116609/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. MITRANO, SR. and THOMASINE 
MITRANO, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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 FILED 

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

Mitrano; John R. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, n u  0 5 ZQ1Z 

1122-639 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJC 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

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

i Index No.: 127888/02 

ASBESTOS LTTXGGTION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR. and URITA HODGE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUb!lMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MO'rION AND ORDER 

A. C. 6t S.  INC., et nl. 

13 efendants . 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Tishrnrzn Liquidating Corp,, hercby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, 'Tishmm Liquidating Cor-p., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 LED 

Raymond Hodge, Sr. and Urita Hodge 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KIC'UGER, P.C. WEITZ & LWN23ERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, 'New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

2383-26113Y 



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.: 105612/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS J. BIERONSKI, JR. and PAMELA J. 
B IERON SKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 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. 

Dated: vpf, New York 
,2012 FILED 

Bieronski, Louis J., Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDER QCT Q 5 2012 

2571 -1977 



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

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

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS. 
j Index No.: 103409/06, 

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

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 6 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. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Williams, Samuel 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 
324-8671 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANDRA J. WILCOX, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM M. WILCOX, SR., and 
SANDRA J. WILCOX, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

Index No.: 100307/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

'**4 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wilcox, William M. Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

V U I  U "  Min Heitler 

324-8659 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MONICA R. TOBIN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DAVID M. TOBIN and MONICA R. TOBIN, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

. - . . 

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

Index No.: 102349/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

Dated: New o , N e  York 
cJf$?h/, 2012 

.U. c .U. c 

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

FILED 
NOV 07 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tobin, David M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8395 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101698/05, 

NINA SZPAJZMAN, as Proposed Executrix for i 
the Estate of JOSEPH SZPAJZMAN, Individually, j 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

P 1 ai nt i ffs , 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New o k Ne ,2012 York & FILED 
I 

Justin Kasmir, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Szpajzman, Joseph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs L 

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



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a[. 

Index No.: 126687/02, 104623/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New Ne ,2012 York FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 

* 
Oakfabco Inc. Holecek, James W. 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WHTZ & 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 I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 127887/02; 102148/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, I I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

I 
Defendant(s). I 

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, 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, 

FLED 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony M. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

2383-261 114E 
{NO 1685 13-1 } 



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

being no opposition thereto, 
I 

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

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

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

I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 127887/02; 102148/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 

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

Defendant(s). A I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T READWELL 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony M. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(N0168S 13-1 } 



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

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

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

ANTHONY M. BOVA, 

-against- 

; Index No.: 127887/02; 102148/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

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

Defendant(s). 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, 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 
FILED 

Kerryann m k ,  Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Phan Alvarado, Esq, 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony M. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-0061 
(N0168513-1) 



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

I defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT CO. be and the same are hereby 

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

I 

I 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 127887/02; 102148/03 
ANTHONY M. BOVA, I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 1 NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT CO., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, SAFEGUARD INDUSTRIAL 

EQUIPMENT CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. FILED 
Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER,-P. C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony M. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

0324-725SE 
(NO1685 13-1 } 



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

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

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

1 I lndex No.: 102349/05 
I MONICA R. TOBIN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 

OF DAVID M. TOBIN AND MONICA R. TOBIN, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 1 NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

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

-against- 
I 
I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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. h f l & , o r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, NOV 0 7  2012 

Dated: New York, New York coum C L E M  OFFICE 
NEWYQRK 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. David M. Tobin 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 
I 

2571-1 552 

{NO 167430-1 } 



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

I N Y C A L  
I I.A.S. Part 30 
I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

I 
I Index No.: 102349105 

MONICA R. TOBIN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 

INDIVIDUALLY, NO OPPOSITION 
OF DAVID M. TOBIN AND MONICA R, TOBIN, I 

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

I 

-against- I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN LIQUIDATING CORP., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN LIQUIDATING CORP. with prejudice, 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 her 

prejudice and without costs. 

issed with 

I 

Dated: New York, New York 
? k I  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
David M. Tobin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, QeJT 0 5 2012 

2383-27 17 1 

(N0167430-1} 



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

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

(Heitlcr, J.) 

Index No.: 102349105 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
MONICA R. TOBIN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF DAVID M. TOBIN AND MONICA R. TOBIN, 
INDIVIDUALLY, NO OPPOSITION 

I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T READWELL CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TREAD WELL 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. 1 

Dated: New York, New York 
FILED 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

in Heitler 
SO ORDERED, ,-a- 

Hon. 

thcraft, Esq, \ 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
David M. Tobin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT 052012 
7 

1235-19797 

{NO 167430-1 ] 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102349/05 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

MONICA R. TOBIN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF DAVID M. TOBIN AND MONICA R. TOBIN, 
INDIVIDUALLY, NO OPPOSITION 

I 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendantls). 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, COURTER & COMPANY, INC., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, 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. 
1 

Dated: New York, New York 4 L I  ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
David M. Tobin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-710 

{N0167430-1] 



-- 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TOMAS MALDONADO, JR. and ANGELINA 
MALDONADO, 

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

j Index No.: 101 375/05, 
! 

; NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION ANI) ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N w York New York 
FILED 

/ ,2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

Treadwell Corporation Maldonado, Tomas Jr. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
gyj- Q 3 201'h 

1235-21 624 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101375/05, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TOMAS MALDONADO, JR. and ANGELINA 
MALDONADO, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 $ 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. FILED 
Dated: Ne York New York &a’( ,2012 

NOV 0 7  2012 

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

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

Hon. w K l &  I-leitl 

1122-686 



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

I.A.S. Part 30 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

I Index No.: 120394/01, 105594/02 
THOMAS C. DUDDLESTON, 

I 
Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 

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

I 

I 
I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
t MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant(s). I 
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. 

FILED 
qhw@m 

Dated: New York, New York 

T - L  Q ? c \  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ~~~~~F~~ 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys f ~ ~ $ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~  
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas C. Duddleston 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-6845 

{NO 17 1500-l } 



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

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

I Index No.: 120394/01, 105594/02 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

THOMAS C. DUDDLESTON, 

Plaintiffs, I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER A.C. AND S., INC., et al. 
I 
I 

Defendant( s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9 / 2 8  ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas C. Duddlestoii 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDE 
324-63 13W 
324-7086V 

(NO1 71 506-1) 



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

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

I Index No.: 120394/01, 105594/02 
THOMAS C. DUDDLESTON, I 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 

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

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

Defendant( s). 1 I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, 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 Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F! LED 
Dated: New York, New York 

9 1 ~ 0  ,2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

J v L n  E t  h @ r ,  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENRERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas C. Duddleston 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
2383-24942 

OCT 0 5 2012 
{NO1 71 $05-1) 



I 



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

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

i Index No.: 190516/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN RUFF, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRONJCTS, et 01.. 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

2571-1748 

OCT 0 5 2012 



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 
I (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 19041 1/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I 
I 

JOSEPH FOSTER AND VICTORIA FOSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
I 
t 
I 
I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFOREi, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

Complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are” hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ew ork, ew York 

Michelle D. Grady, E s q .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants ~Ri*;t;&s for Plaintiff 
Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Joseph Foster Victoria Foster 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 168534-1 } 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 16087/05 

LEONARD A, AMBRUSO AND JOAN 
AMBRUSO, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Electric Switchboard Co., Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Electric Switchboard Co., Inc., with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Electsic Switchboard Co., Inc., be and the same we hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leonard A. Ambruso 
LEVY, PHILUPS & KONXGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOW93 15-1 ) 

1450-0002 

OCT 0 5 2012 



! 

, -  

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1 10009/03, 

NEIL WALKER and IRENE WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND 0RX)ER 

A. 0. SMITE1 WATER PRODIJCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

! 

-- 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tislman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests sunlinary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., b dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

NOV 0 1  2012 
,2012 

vqz UCL, "t' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

s e y  for PYaintiEs 
Walker, Neil 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

herr d m l w  O O K , C S q .  

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

Attorney v or Defendant 

(212) 509-3456 /7 (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 

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

I Index No.: 108921/04 
I 

I 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT A. STORTINI, AS EXECUTOR FOR 

ALBERT A. STORTINI, AS ADMNSTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILOMENA STORTINI, 

I THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH A. STORTINI, AND i 

I 
I NO OPPOSITION 
I 

Plaintiffs, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(sl I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

ross claims against defendant, 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the Sam %m $pbaasrnissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Kerr- J Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGCR, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph A. Stortini 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

OCT 8 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-26869 

(NO 168346.1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
1 

I Index No.: 108921/04 
I ALBERT A. STORTINI, AS EXECUTOR FOR 

THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH A. STORTINI, AND 
ALBERT A. STORTINJ, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILOMENA STORTINI, { 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. 

Defendant(s). 

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, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Treadwell Corporation, be and the s with prejudice and without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph A. Stortini 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
1235-20262 

$7 1 I 

% 

Uuadr Vd2U'l'k 
(N0168340-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUM 

ALBERT A. S' 

!ENT REFERS TO: I I 

TORTIN, AS EXECUTOR FOR I 

I Index No.: 108921/04 

I THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH A. STORTINI, AND 1 

ALBERT A. STORTINI, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILOMENA STORTINI, 

I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). 

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, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all s and cross claims against defendant, 

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

I 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph A. Stortini 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
4 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-20768 



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 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190140/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANN, 

. I  

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aZ. 

-against- 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, , Process Water Systems, Inc., Individually and as Successor- 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’.complaint against defendant, Process 

Water Systems, Inc., Individually and as Successor-in-Interest to Permutit, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Process Water Systems, Inc., Individually and as Successor-in-Interest to Permutit, be 

Attorney for Defendant 
Process Water Systems, Inc. 
M c G r v m ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4’ Floor 

and the same are hereby dismissed 

14 New York New York 1MR6 1 -  - - - - - - - - - - -  New York, New York loo( ~ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDEWD, 
H 

1398-0006 



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

I 

IN  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LlTTGATION 

1 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
E 

THOMAS p. COYNE, 
j Index No.: 107732/04, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ 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 tj 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 

" 1 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

f T T  0 5 2012 
1235-21 488 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS )b. COYNE, 
F a  j Index No.: 107732/04, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et a!. 

Defendants. ! 

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. 

NOV 0 1  
,2012 

. .-. 

r&$&Zook, Esq. /$%?clppcI I%d. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
M c G i w w  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23775 



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.: 105602/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, JR., Executor for the 
Estate of GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR. and 
MARGARET JEAN CAUGHELL, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

j 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, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

K 
A t t o m r  Defendant Atton iey for Plaintiffs 

Caughell, Gerald H. Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

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

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

1122-24085 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CQSMO CASAREGQLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, ef al. 

Defendants, 

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

Index No. : 19042 1 /11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE] defendant, Gmndfos Pumps Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Grundfos Pumps Corporation, with prejudice in #is 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Grundfos Pumps Corporation CASAREGOLA, C o s ~ o  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plainti 

LEVY, PHlLLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 
New York, New Yark 10022 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 162 I6 1-1 ) 

sao-uwo 

OCT 0 5 ?012 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COlJNTY 

P ------- 
j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Par1 30 
i (Ffeiticr, J,) 

-_1__1-~- --. 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

No.: 100421/11, 
CASAREGOLR, 

Plaintirk, 
MARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, ct 01. 

Defendants. ! 
---__I_- -- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Thc Nash Engineering Company, hcreby rcquesls siimrnary 

judgmcnt in thc above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Riilcs S; 3212, clisnrissirlg 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defctidanl, The Wash Engineering Company, with prejiidiw in this 

nctioti, arid tlicrc being no opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, thal upon noticc to all co-derendants, all claims arid cross claims against 

E;UIIIG arc Iiercby dismisscrd cvi th  defendant, T l~c  Nash Engineering Company, bc and 

Iirejudicc and witllout costs, 
I 

L 

NOV 0 7  2012 . 

> ._ 

Laura B. Hollman, l%q. 
Attortley for Dcfctzdaiit 
The Nasli Engincering Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLI !mi, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcct-Suile 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 500-3456 (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 



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

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

I (212) 509-3456 

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

I Index No.: 127887/02; 102148/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODIJCTS CO., 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 9 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. 
t FILED 

Dated: New York, New York /“;d‘. /?,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony M. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A 

H y m n  Heitler 
2571-1797 

{N016&513-1) 



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 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 117498/05, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JENNIFER BOTIMER as the Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK PODSIADLO, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FILED ; 
without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk Ne York q, \sbl', 2012 N O V  0 7  2012 

COW CL€RK'S OF@Bad x**% 
NEWYQRi:,< & :!" c f l  ""1 ' - 

-<* + ,<lP 
c, <# * t' 

- -  
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Podsiadlo, Frank 
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 

SO ORDERED, QCT 0 5 2012 

1235-460 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
r~ RE: NEW YORK cowry 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JENNIFER BOTIMER as the Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK PODSIADLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

N Y CAI., 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 117498/05, 

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 ~~~~,~~~ FILED 
NOV 01 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Podsiadlo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-7iTsheo 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT I 5 2012 
1122.960 



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

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

TIHIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 7498/05, 
/ 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

JENNlFER BOTIMER as the Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK PODSIADLO, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et nl. I 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 

prejudice and without costs. 

are hereby disniissed with 

W V  0 7  2012 

C O W  CLERKS OFFEE 
I 

&kji!!!-:fi- 
Ja e B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney far Plaintiffs 
Podsiadlo, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8619 



SUPREME COURT OF ‘1’1 IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH I,. PETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually and SUSAN M. 
PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY E. PETELEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(I-leitler, J .) 

Index No.: 117266/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfhbco 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 Flcbd with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NOV 0 7  ?n1? 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Peteley, Joseph L. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

-^  York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2571-1540 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually and SUSAN M. 
PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY E. PETELEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 17266/05, 

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 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 

without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 

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

- e " 

% - I n  u 
\ \  Attorney for Plaintiffs bq 

Peteley, Joseph L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

2383-27348 



- -  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually and SUSAN M. 
PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY E. PETELEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 01. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 17266/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
t '  

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk Ne York qwt,35y, 2012 

Y 

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

f ILEQ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peteley, Joseph L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav 

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

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 
1235462 



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

New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 ~~ I ru  su 
I (21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, r - v v  kl 5 7nq$ 
1 122-963 

IN RE: NEWYORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THI~DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually and SUSAN M. 
PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY E. PETELEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 17266/05, 

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 (j 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Cornpa 

without costs. 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

- \  h n n  

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

Peteley,. Joseph L. 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



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

~ 

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

ASBESTOS LIlIGATTON 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. MARILYN MURPHY, Executrix for thc Estate 
of FREDA MARIE BUSTED,  

I j Index No.: 107470/05, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs -%;3 

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

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 

1122-802 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 611. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101377/05, 

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, 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 

without costs. 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

A 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mirisoloff, Michael G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
014-r I 2 2012 

2383-27157 



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

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

j Index No.: 101377/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Mirkoloff, Michael G. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

OCT 122812 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-19677 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, 

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

j Index No.: 101 377/05, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 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. 

KE 
At 

- s w ,  y J  t 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-687 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘ro: 

SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A, METZ, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102288/06, 

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 tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

opposition thereto, 
# 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notiq’e to 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be andr’the s 

efendants, all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without 
I 

I 

costs. 

,2012 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

PI- 122812 SO ORDERED, 

257 I-  I53 I 



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

j 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I / (Heitler, 3.) 
TmS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Itidex No.: 190104/12, 
GIOVANNA LUCENTE, as Administratrix for the 1 
Estate of JOSEPH LUCENTE, JR, and 
GIOVANNA LUCENTB, Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JZIDGMXNT 
; MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW,, et al, 
! 

Defendants. j 

WHEIU?FORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hcreby requests surnmaiy 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishrnan Liqddatin are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. i 

BrnkLl5 
Attorney for Defendant 
‘iishman Liquidating C o y .  
MCGIVNEY Sr. KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lucente, Joseph Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 OCT 122012 (212) 558-5500 

1. 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Ban. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-29701 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'A'X'E 01; NEW YON< 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1.A.S- Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.> 

i Index No.: 190104/12, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GIOVANNA LUCENTE, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH LUCENTE, JR. and 
GIOVANNA LUCENTE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

i S W W Y  JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et nI. 

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 1'ractic;e Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

without costs. NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant ,Ot_"&%* Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Lucente, Joseph Jr. 
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 

12121 509-3456 

1235-23821 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
m RE: NEW YORK cowry ! N Y C A L  

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
(Hder ,  J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GXOVANNA LUCENTE, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH LUCENTE, JR. and 
GIOVANNA LUCENTE, Individually, 

j IndexNa.: 190104/12, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, / MOTION AIVU ORDER 

. I  

! 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants, : 

WEEKEFORE, defendant, Courtex & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

plainti€fs’ complaint against defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., With prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defmdaut, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the s FfteBd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New Yorlc 
5. ,2012 

Attorney far Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
McGmav & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, oCT 122012 

11 22-241 50 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal 
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, 
and ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106352/05, 

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 Red D d i c e  and without 

costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Rich, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

OCT 12 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1544 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal 
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, 
and ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 106352/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the s 

cross claims against 

with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rich, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 

2383-21235 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN M. CLIFFORD and GARY S. 
CLIFFORD, Co-Executors for the Estate of JOHN 
THOMAS CLIFFORD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104859/05, 

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 

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

costs. 

,2012 NOV 07  2012 

CLERW Of 

. 
3 i  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Oakfabco Inc. Clifford, John Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

I 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

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

3 

SO ORDERED, -ra 
Hon. Sherry €&in Heitler 

2571-1512 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j lndex No.: 104859/05, 

MAUREEN M. CLIFFORD and GARY S. 
CLIFFORD, Co-Executors for the Estate of. JOHN j 
THOMAS CLIFFORD, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER PI aint i ffs, 

-against- 

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

WHEREFOREy 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 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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

fiiiole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

FILED i 
NOV 07  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford, John Thomas 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 12 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN M. CLIFFORD and GARY S. 
CLIFFORD, Co-Executors for the Estate of JOHN 
THOMAS CLIFFORD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104859/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. FILED 
,2012 NOV 07  2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford, John Thomas 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-18747 



SUPREME COURT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

! (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 1’0: 

i Index No.: 104859/05, 
MAUREEN M. CLIFFORD and GARY S. 
CLIFFORD, Co-Executors for the Estate of JOHN j 
THOMAS CLIFFORD, / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e i  gP7, FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 

- *.- 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford, John Thomas 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

OCT 122012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-755 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107470105, 

C. MARILYN MURPHY, Executrix for the Estate 
of FREDA MARIE BUSTED, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

Dated: NewY k Ne York 

W72012 FILED 

* ,  

L NEW Y3RK 1 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ). 

L Oakfabco Inc. Brasted, Freda Marie 
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 

OCT 12Nrf SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1509 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107470/05, 

C. MARILYN MURPHY, Executrix for the Estate ! 
of FREDA MARIE BUSTED,  

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

without costs. 

ii., 
1. P 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brasted, Freda Marie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 QcI 1 ''''' (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, * 
Hon. Sherry KleiJHeitler 

2383-27684 



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

ASBESTOS LITlGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitlcr, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107470/05, 

C. MARILYN MURPHY, Executrix for the Estate 
of FREDA MARIE BRASTED, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N y p T r - I e w  York 
,2012 NQV 07  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Blasted, Freda Marie 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 137 



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

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

j Index No.: 109799/05, 

j 
[ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEREMIAH MCMAHON and MARGARET 
MCMAHON as Co-Administrators for the Estate 
of MARGARET DONOVAN, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

without costs. 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donovan, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27261 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEREMIAH MCMAHON and MARGARET 
MCMAHON as Co-Administrators for the Estate 
of MARGARET DONOVAN, 

P1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109799/05, 

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 $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. - 
Dated: Ne Y r ew York Ti$?\\ ,2012 

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

'< 
> <  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donovan, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-21s 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I Defendants. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
r~ RE: NEW YORK c o m n  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEREMIAH MCMAHON and MARGARET 
MCMAHON as Co-Administrators for the Estate 
of MARGARET DONOVAN, 

I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-847 

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

Index No.: 109799/05, 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules fj 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, hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

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

- >, I, Attorney for Plaintiffs * B  

Donovan, Margaret 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

" * ". .. 

- 

1122-847 



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

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

j Index No.: 105595/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NUNZIO DONATO, As Administrator for the 
Estate of SARAH DONATO and NUNZIO 
DONATO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

FILED costs. 

Dated: New ,Y&k, m w  York 

C_. CLERK‘S om*’ mJm W Y O R K  - 
5 

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

Donato, Sarah 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1514 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NUNZIO DONATO, As Administrator for the 
Estate of SARAH DONATO and NUNZIO 
DONATO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 105595/05, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
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 9 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

/ w v .  T f  

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Donato, Sarah 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 0C-r 122072 
I 

Hon. Sherry KIeK Heitler 

2383-27213 



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.: 105595/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NUNZIO DONATO, As Administrator for the 
Estate of SARAH DONATO and NUNZIO 
DONATO, Individually, i NO OPPOSlTION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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: N w Y r ew York 
,2012 NOV 0 1  m2 * 

Nicole Wesseh&, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Donato, Sarah 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 122012 

1235-19939 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NUNZIO DONATO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of SARAH DONATO and NUNZIO 
DONATO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.)  

Index No.: 105595/05, 

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 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

FLED without costs. 

Dated: New Yor e York 

NOV 0 7  2012 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, G-k: /- I 2 20Q 

1122-767 



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

I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 104954/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK KOONE, SR., and INES KOONE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

Defendants. 

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-defkndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

coum elm- - 
N ~ Y O F I K  -1 I '  - 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Koone, Frank Sr. 
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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-585 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 104954/06, 

INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK KOONE, SR., and INES KOONE, 
Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 1 

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, 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Xork.3aw York w(yJ 07 2w 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Koone, Frank Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n,--, I 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1072 



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I11 JNTY OF NEW YORK 

" i t  a 1: YFW YORK COUNTY 
2 51 {ESTOS LITIGATION 

i I M D~CUMENT REFERS TO: 

1IC)HERT D. FREEMAN and JUDITH A. 
FR E M A N ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

i (7. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100867/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

* K s 7  complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

: 1 1 d  there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

c n E  I lout costs. 

,2012 
VQV 01 2012 

<$:. ' 

?d ~ c ~ c ~ l c ~  Wesselmann, Esq. 
'* 1 )i I icy for Defendant 

, : i w  & Company, Inc. 
' C i r  ( ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
X r r  I h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
h ~ ( . ~  York, New York 10004 

Freeman, Robert D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

, .! 13) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 2  2012 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-21184 
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SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON< 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALKER LEXANDER, Jx. and 
GWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMI‘l’H WATER PKODlJCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

,.. . 

I 
I 
I 

~ 

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

Index No.: 2 1  1589/03, 

NO OPPOSLTXON 
SUh!tMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant, Treadweil Corporation, hereby requcsts 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 dainis and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated N_ew ork, ew Yark 

*72Q12 F\ED 
- 

Treadwell CorporatioIi 
M C G ~ E Y  & KLUaER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEFZ & LUXENBERU, I?. c. 
700 Broadway 

rk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

12354099 



.. . 

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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100867/04, 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN and JUDITH A. 
FREEMAN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j 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 $ 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 with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 

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 

SO ORDERED, OCJ 1 2  2012 

2571-1417 



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

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

j Index No.: 100867/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN and JUDITH A. 
FREEMAN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-again st- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 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 , L c D s s e d  hereb with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York * 7 2012 

rnL Treadwell Attorney for Corporation Defendant 

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, OCT 12201% 

1235-20686 



SUPREME COUR?' OF TI IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLlFFOKD COHEN and ALICE COHEN, 
X ___________________-_________________I__-------------"---------------" 

Index No.: 190014/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 
x 1_1_-1111_11______-__---------r-lr---------"----"-----~--"-----"-""-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby 

requests sunimary judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and 

Rulcs Scction 32 12, dismissing plaintifPs 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. 

New York, New York 

~. - 

I ~ 4 - e ~  r ~ e ~ y r = - , ~ ~  7 -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

David H. Kochman, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 

BLACKMER 

SO ORDERED, 



P I ain t iff(s)) 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

pre-judice, 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. 

New York, New York 

- 
1 - I-'-- - - *  --> 

Attorneys for Plaintilf'(s) 
700 Broadway BLACKME 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 M~,). ,  vnrb NV i nnnq 

-ens, J=q. CG, Lr F --,-.- ., - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HARRIS BLnLiB J 

Attorneys For nefer 

1. 9nI IO0 Wall Stt,,,, LJ I r l B  - 

c 
SO ORDERED, -4 



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

ROBERT BRUNCK, 
X --_1__1_1___"11-1---_------------"---------~-~~--------------"--------- 

Index No.: 190026/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plainti fT( s), 

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

Defendants. 
X _"___111-11-----__11_--------I---------------------------~-------"------ 

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 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 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

e\- 
\ .- -..,+ 

p. cL-Lr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.David H. Kochman, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 
BLACKMER 
100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
(212) 687-0100 



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

This document relates to: 

GUSTAVE BENSON 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 1 13471 -04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New ork AtMd /7 
/ /  

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 

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

Index NO.: 107394-05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Budd Company, incorrectly sued as Budd Car Company, 

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 The Budd Company, 

With prejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 
I 

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

defendant The Budd Company, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Smith Abbot, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
The Budd Company 
90 Broad Street, 4'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue-13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 w Yo& New York 10004 

12 981-4501 ext. 15 

SO ORDERED 

*.o 5 201'1 
, 



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

IN RE NEW YOFK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This document relates to: 

JOSEPH RAFFERTY 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 114485-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defcndant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
01\D-4K!- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 981-4501 Ext. 25 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

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

This document relates to: 

FRANK PODSIADLO 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 1 17498-05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h h L A h  
fsara Murphy, Esq.4 
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 



P hint i ff, 

-against- 

Index No. 1 15 18Ol07 

NOSJM FOR DEFENDANT 
ACF INDUSTIUES LLC 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al., 

Defendw-t . 

WHEREFORE, defendant ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC (slhla ACF Industries, Incorporated and 

ACF Industries LLC and herein after ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant ACF INDUS'I'IIIES, I,I ,C with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

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

ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WILENTZ, GO1,DMAN & SPI'I'ZER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street ACF INDUSTIIIE 
New York, New York 10038 926 RXR Plaza 
(2 12) 267-309 1 

( 5  16) 357-3000 

SO OIIDERE13: 



S I * 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF NEW YOKK ) 

COUNTY OF NASSAU ) 
) ss.: 

I, THERESA DiMARZO being sworn, say: 

I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age and reside in Nassau County. 

On October 2,2012, I served the within NOSJM FOR DEFENDANT ACF INDUSTFUES, 
LLC by depositing it true copy thereof enclosed in a post-paid wrapper, in an official depository 
under the exclusive care and custody of the U.S. Postal Service within New York State, addressed to 
cach of the following persons at the last known address set forth after each name: 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer P A .  
90 Woodbridge Center Drive - Suite 900, Box 10 
Woodbridge, NJ 07095 

Swo to before me this a."%p day of October, 2012. 

JOAN A SIVVGK 
Notary P I J ~ ~ I C ,  S t - t p  of Now York 

No 01 SI47 7 5 7 2 7  
(3iirllified in Stiiiolk County 

Commission ENpites June 30, y 



This Document Applies to: 

I 1 

NYCAL 01 I1 4 0986 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, WATERMAN STEAMSHIP CORPORATION hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 5321 2, dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, 

WATERMAN STEAMSHIP CORPORATION, only, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, WATERMAN STEAMSHIP CORPORATION, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

York, New York 

Erica WCesaro, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

Thomas M. Canevari, Esq.  
FREEHILL HOGAN & MAHAR LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Waterman Steamship Corporation 
80 Pine Street 
New York, NY 10005 

391223.1 

-- . 



This Document Applies to: 

LUCILLE SORRENTINO PITEO, Individually 
and as Executrix of the Estate of 
JOSEPH SORRENTINO 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

I, LAURIE A. BETRO, being duly sworn, deposes and states: I am a secretary 
for the law firm of Freehill Hogan & Mahar LLP. I am not a party to this action, and 
I hereby affirm that I am over 18 years of age. 

On September 28, 2012, I served by U.S. mail copies of the annexed: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

on the following party(ies): 

See attached Service List 

by depositing true copies thereof enclosed in a postage prepaid wrapper, in an 
official depository under the exclusive care of the U.S. Postal Service 
within New York State. 

.2ce 
L a u h  A. Betro 

, 

to before me on this 
ay of September, 201 2. 



Sorrentino Service List 

Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Judith Yavitt, Esq. 
Darger, Errante Yavitz & Blau 
1 16 E. 27th Street, 1 Zth Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
Attorneys for Defendants: Certainteed Corporation: 

Dana Corporation; 
Union Carbide Corp. 

Heidi Chang, Esq. 
McMahon, Martine & Gallagher, LLP 
55 Washington Street, Suite 702 
Brooklyn, NY 11 201 
Attorneys for Defendant: Eastern Refractories Company, Inc. 

Dennis Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 1 Zth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
Attorneys for Defendant: General Electric Company 

Suzanne Halbardier, Esq. 
Barry, McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
Attorneys for Defendants: General Refractories Company; 

John Crane, Inc. 

John J. Fanning, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11 201 
Attorneys for Defendant: Goulds Pumps Incorporated 

Donald Pugliese, Esq. 
McDermott, Will & Emery, LLP 
340 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10173 
Attorneys for Defendant: Honeywell International, Inc. 

391 460.1 



Joseph Colao, Esq. 
Leader & Berkon 
630 Third Avenue - #17 
New York, NY 1001 7-6705 
Attorneys for Defendant: IMO Industries, Inc. 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Forman, Perry, Watkins, Kurtz & Tardy, LLP 
328 Newman Springs Road 
Red Bank, New Jersey 07701-5685 
Attorneys for Defendant: Ingersoll-Rand Company 

Stephen Marshall, Esq. 
SNR Denton, US, LLP 
601 South Figueroa Street, Suite 2500 
Los Angeles, CA 9001 7-5704 
Attoneys for Defendant: Rapid-American Corporation 

William Bradley, Esq. 
Malaby & Bradley, LLC 
150 Broadway - Suite 600 
New York, NY 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant: Viscom, Inc. 

2 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- i -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AGATHA BIGGS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE T. BIGGS, and AGATHA P. BIGGS, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 117704/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen d cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and 

prejudice and without costs. 
I NOV 0 7  a12 

u J* ~ -4 - Weitz 8; Luxenberg *%. %* Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor %-, Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AGATHA BIGGS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE T. BIGGS, and AGATHA P. BIGGS, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 117704/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same 

and without costs. 

NO! 0 7  2012 
DATED: %3 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

88 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of GUSTAVE A. BENSON 

Index No. 113471/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., b dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WOV 0 7  2012 ,2012 

* ,-1- -- 
* .  

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of GUSTAVE A. BENSON 

Index No. 113471/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. named as Burns International Services Corporation, formerly 

known as Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

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

defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. 

named as Burns International Services Corporation, formerly known as Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. 

Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

named as Burns International Services Corporation, for 

NOV 0 7  2?13 DATED: 7 /7 ,2012 

At to rnewor  Plaintiff \ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corp. by its successor in 
interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. named 
as Burns International Services Corp., 
formerly known as Borg-Warner Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman 8 
Goggin 

Weitz 8; Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

s Memorial Highway 

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: 

CATHERINE L. BENSON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of GUSTAVE A. BENSON 

Index No. 113471/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coidefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same a with prejudice 
and without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 DATED: ,2012 

YORK -.A 

Attorne 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

n Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

WILLIAM N. BARTON and DONNAMAE BARTON 
Index No. 102900/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 9 1 \3 ,2012 

: 

FILED i 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

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

Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index I -3.  1 161 78/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321: 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed wii 

prejudice and without costs. FILED j 
,2012 

orneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NErW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA M, ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE ANGEVINE and ANNA M. ANGEVINE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

e- - -  
- 

index No. 116178/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 
Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and 

with prejudice and without costs. 
y dismissed 

DATED: bl cd ,2012 

Attorn e ys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE ANGEVINE and ANNA M. ANGEVINE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I I6178105 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q\ IC) 
FILED 

,2012 ' 

NOV 07dfi12 

i 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

W d z  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

WARREN H. DEGLOPPER and SANDRA DEGLOPPER 
Index No. 7 90324112 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc - NY, hereby requests 

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

Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 

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

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc - NY, be a 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 8'( aa ,20 1 2 NOV 0 7  2012 v Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Aerco International, Inc - NY 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

auppauge, NY 11 788 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN G CUNDY and ROBERTA CUNDY 
Index No. 115209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

N O V  0 7  7W 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN G CUNDY and ROBERTA CUNDY 
Index No. 115209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 
FILED j 

M V  0 7  2812 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
H o n w  Klein Heitler 

a 22012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATIQN 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CLIFFORD COHEN and ALICE COHEN 
Index No. 190014/j2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BargWamer Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to 
Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as "BorgWamar"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BogWarner Morse TEC Inc. a6 sumssor- 
by-merger to Bow-Warnw Corporation (hereinafter referred to as "BorgWarnsr'l), with 
prejudice in this adon, and there baing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant$, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner Corporation 

(hereinafter referred to as "BorgWarner"), be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

1 QV 0 7  1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxsnberg 
700 Broadway - 'Ith floor 
New YWk, NY I0003 

M. Cronin 
~ W W C L = d ? # ! f P  eys for Defendant 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as 
successcrr-4y-merger to Borg-Warner 
Corporation (hsrekaftcr referred to as 
'Borg War net') 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman 

& Gaggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlt 



09: 39 6312326184 
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MARSHALL DENNEHEV PAGE 83/0  

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

.. - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT BRUNCK 
Index No. 190026/12 

NO OPPOSiTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWamer Morse TEC Inc. as succsssor-by-merger to 

Borg-Warner Corporatian (hereinafter refereed to as "BargWarnsr"), hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f 321 2, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BorgWamer Morse TEC Inc. as suwessar- 

by-merger to Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as "BorgWarner"), with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereta, 

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

defendant , BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-marger to Borg-Warner Corporation 

(hereinafter referred to as "BorgWarner"), be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without casts. 

DATED: IOlCl  ,2012 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attprneys for Defendant 
BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as 

s/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New Ywk, NY 10003 FILED sudcessor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 

Corporation (hereinafter referred to as 

Marshall, Dennshey, Warner, Coleman 

Hauppauge, NY 11788 

NOV 0 7 2012 ''Borgwamer"), 

c6w cmm omcs G W n  
NW y a ~  388 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

1 2 ,  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION S. BROADWAY as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of MARION BROADWAY 

Index No. 110258/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

*J,' '-** f ~ f 

"$ L )I 

D Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Nnrj 0 7  2012 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Coleman & Goggin 
mum CLERKS o ~ m 8  Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY I 1  788 

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: 

MARION S. BROADWAY as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of MARION BROADWAY 

Index No. 110258/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 ! ( 3  ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 

ttorneys for Defendant 
MCE Inc. 

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
NnV 0 7 2012 Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

IRENE DOLORES BJONNES, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ARTHUR BJONNES and IRENE DOLORES 
B JONNES, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 104391/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg ,vuV 
New York, NY 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway,- 7th floor 07 2012 

?ag*lcE 888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
auppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

IRENE DOLORES BJONNES, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ARTHUR BJONNES and IRENE DOLORES 
BJONNES, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 104391/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: L ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor#Oy 0 'I/ 2012 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

BMCE lnc. 

Coleman & Goggin- 
cLERRs 888 Veterans Memorial Highway ---- Hauppauge, NY 11788 

N W Y W  

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: 

WILLIAM N. BARTON and DONNAMAE BARTON 
Index No. 102900/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG M ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

OCT 1 2  2012 
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MARSHALL DENNEHEY PAGE 62/6 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SANTOS ASSENZIO and ANNATOLIA ASSENZIO 
Index No. WOOO8/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors-in- 

interest Bog-Warner Morse TEC, Ine., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 
plaintifk’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors-in- 
interest Borg-Warner Morse TEC, 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 Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors-in-interest Barg-Warner 
Morse TEC, Inc.,, be and the same a 

costs. 
dismissed with prejudice and without 

DATED: 

* -  c 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys far Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successors-in-interest Borg-Warner 
Morse TEC, Inc., 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Gaggin 

ighway 

SO ORDERED, 

I/ OCT 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.: 102288/06, 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. FlL€D 
Dated: NerbT:cT York 

,2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

WUNlYClERKSOfF'GE 
NEWYOM - -  -* 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Metz, Thomas J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

10003 

OCT 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Y ork 10004 New York, New York 

I22012 
2383-21375 



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

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

j Index No.: 102288/06, 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

m s  DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ, 
Individually, ; NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

FILED without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
. i  Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs I- \ 

Treadwell Corporation Metz, Thomas J. \ \u 

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 

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 

1235-524 



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

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

j Index No.: 102288/06, 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN A, METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 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 

FILED 
without costs. 

Dated: NeybT;k,$i,w York 
, 2012 

NOV 0 7  2012 

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

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

, 

Hon. Sherry KleiZHeitler 

1122-1023 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN 
MECKLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102561/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ney %rh hiJew York #OV 0 7  2012 

/ Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

OCT 122011 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1530 



. -  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal 
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, 
and ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 106352105, 

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 (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 cs-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
. .  

defendant, Treadwell Corporatio 

without costs. 

re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rich, Edward 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

%cole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

@T 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
1235-5 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal 
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, 
and ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106352/05, 

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 tj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant ny, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, flcm ’: 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to nouc(s&f~~%nts ,  all claims and cross claims against 

by dismissed with prejudice and w defendant, Courter & Company, In 
N 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Court&& Company, Inc. Rich, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

I I 22-71) I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

! THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
1 ,  

GEGQRY PITTMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190416/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

r 

012 
' \  

NOV 0 7  2012 
\ 

.I 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
PITTMAN, GREGORY 

MCCIVNEY & 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 

OCT 122012 SO ORDERED, 

2082-12452 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. MUELLER, BARBARA 3. MULLER 
and RICHARD W. HOGAN as the Co-Executors for 
the Estate of ELMER F. MULLER and DORIS 
MULLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115712/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

NOV 07  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Muller, Elmer F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

,2012 

&gg:- 
ustin Kasmir, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

NOV 07  2012 

." 
I S  

1> 9) 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muller, Elmer F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 ( L I Z )  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

122012 Hon. Sherry Kleinxeitler 

2571-1535 



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

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

j Index No.: 101377/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 pre-judice and without 

costs. 

\- \ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Mirisoloff, Michael G. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 1 2  2012 SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1532 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LUDWIG E. TAKACS and DOROTHY 
TAKACS, 

Index No.: 110305/98 

' i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 

-against - / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r ew York 
\h\,bJ ,2012 

A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ludwig E. Takacs and Dorothy Takacs 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

OCT 1 2  2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

and 

- 

2082-1 1940 



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

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

Index No.: 190303/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATALE SUSINO, I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMAFtY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. / 
WHERXFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

,2012 

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

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

, (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 
2082-12034 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

i IndexNo.: 190313/11, 
JOHN CATALFAMO, 

Plaintiffs , NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same F\,hei@ssed a 'without prejudice and 

without costs. 

07 
B@OfFGE 

G O q @ J ' (  apIc . 

c\d 
Attorney for PIaintiff 

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

Kentile Floors, Inc. CATALFAMO, JOHN 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 122012 SO ORDERED, 
Kon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

781-0059 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 12 2012 

2082-11937 

i 

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: 
j Index No.: 190256/11, 

HAROLD J. BRENNAN and DOMENICA 
BRENNAN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., b hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

A without costs. 

Dated: 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brennan, Harold J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

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

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



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 11 191 1/03, 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO and LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

coniplaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and th 

without costs. 

e hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

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

Benedeio, Philip A. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-1 I612 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 533-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190338/11, 104018/00, 

S A M  ANGELO and NORMA J. ANGELO, 1 125795/99 
I 

Plaintiffs, 
t NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 
; A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 02. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be a hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

i without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo, Sam 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 4 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler OCT I 1 

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

2 20 12 
2082-12309 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 190393/11 

JOHN J. COTTER and MARGE COTTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEM COW., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION A N D  0RX)ER 

W€€EREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 NOV 07  BQ 
cLERRe-g mVO#K -I - - \ - J  

r-- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John J. Cotter and Marge Cotter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-12423 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I p.. 2 9  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis Goes and Senta Goes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGKVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDElU3D, 

. .  

COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190413/11 
I FRANCIS GOES and SENTA GOES, 

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

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

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., without prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., b hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

without costs. 

2082-12497 



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

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

j Index No.: 103408/06, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET JANICE BRAUN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JENS A. FREDEREKSEN, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco y dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Oakfabco Inc. Fredereksen, Jens A. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1519 



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.: 103408/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET JANICE BRAUN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JENS A. FREDEREKSEN, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (i 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 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

.I 

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

' >  Attorney for Plaintiffs . ,  
Fredereksen, lens A. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 

2383-27372 



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

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

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

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET JANICE BRAUN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JENS A. FREDEREKSEN, 

j Index No.: 103408/06, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

~ 

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

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

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

Defendants. j 

~ being no opposition thereto, 

~ 

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

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

without costs. I I FILED 
, 2012 NQV 0 7  2012 

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

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

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

4 SO ORDERED, OCT ~ 2 2 0 1 2  

1235-571 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET JANICE BRAUN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JENS A. FREDEREKSEN, 

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

j Index No.: 103408/06, 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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, 

without costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fredereksen, Jens A. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, o m  122012 

1122-1055 



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 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127150/02 

MILTON FORDHAM, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

ABB LUMUS CREST, INC., 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 6 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

FILED without costs. 

w York 
2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

' ~UWCLERK-- _ _  

Kerrya 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Milton Fordham 
MCC~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038-3901 

(21 2) 509-3456 12) 267-3091 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-261305 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK c o m n  j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 109799/05, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEREMIAH MCMAHON and MARGARET 
MCMAHON as Co-Administrators for the Estate 
of MARGARET DONOVAN, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. ! 
Defendants. 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 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., hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/ -. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donovan, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-151s 



b 

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

I 

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

j Index No. 108898-03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

h 

JAMES W. CALLINAN, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, DE., 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 

costs, 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

d .  

James W. Callinan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

IS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1 300 (212) 558-5500 
File No. 1863.8352 

SO ORDERED, ; Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4836-6018-5360.1 



l a i 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

IRENE DOLORES BJONNES, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ARTHUR BJONNES and IRENE DOLOWS 
BJONNES, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 104391/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p o n g t i c c E 0  fendants, all claims and cross claims against 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
i 

defendant Peerless Indugtries, 

costs. NOV 0 7  2012 

Dated: New York, 

Erin S. Zirnrkmdm, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Arthur Bjonnes 

77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 

P h L  Alvarado, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 1 2.5 5 8.5 500 

File No. 1863.19437 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



. S  - 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY *% ; NYCAL 

j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 1 1323 1/04, 1 1 1795/04 
j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

i I.A.S. Part 30 7F ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

* 
ROBERT G. MORI as Administrator for the Estate of 
TYRRELL T. MORI, 

Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., 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. 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Robert G. Mori 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005 

212.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 
File No. 1863.28402 

SO ORDERED, 

4832-7581-6720. I 

122012 



4 

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

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

i Index No, 190159/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

4 

HELEN NAGY, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, NC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

__ Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

Peerless Industries, Inc. Helen N a y  
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.681.1575 
File No. 1863.28427 

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

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4832-5285-5056.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, TNC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDlN 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K h  Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROGER URBANIK, as Administrator for the Estate of 
WALTER URBANIK, and ROGER URBANIK, as 
Administrator for the Estate of THERESA URBANIK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1009 15/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREF'ORE, 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 s 

costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 f W l L  

4 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. Walter Urbanik 
LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

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

File No. 1863.17530 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4850-6678-4528 I 



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

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

j Index No. 105149/03, 100731/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! 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 t 

without costs. 

e arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Champ Roberts 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

77 Water Street, 21’‘ Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 



% 
r 

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

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

This Document relates to: 

DEBORAH MCGOWAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT J. MIRRA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 108780-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 , all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be a n d ~ ~ ~ a @ @ r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 

CQ!jN=rY cLmm -E costs. 
NwYORK .-A 

Albert J. Mirra 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 1 2.5 58.5 500 

IS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.28460 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4842-823 1-8608.1 



t 

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

4 '  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

RHODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of IRVING KLINGSBERG and RHODA 
KLINGSBERG, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, WC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 16829/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and th 

costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New Yo&, New York No\I 07 20'2 

Pee ss Industries, Inc. Irving Klingsberg 

77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 I 212.558.5500 

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

LE Jr s BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 

4844-4943-5408 I 



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

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

j (Heitler, J.) 
This Document relates to: 

1 

j Index No. 100904/03 
LEO PALMER, 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Xnc., 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n7 2n\2 
w - . csl FR 

I .  I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peer ess Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5 500 
File No. 1863,24271 

Leo Palmer 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LE d s BRISBOIS B~SGAARD & SMITH LLP 

SO ORDERED, OCT 1 22012 

48 I 1-7374-9776, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O T ~ T Y ' O F  NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
I- 

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

i Index No. 10 1357/04 
PATRICIA A, LOWDEN, as Executrix for the Estate of j 
PATRICK W. LOWDEN, JR. and PATRICIA A. 
LO WDEN, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

+&& 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: -9 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Steven T. Corbin, 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 2 1 2.558 ~ 5 0 0  

Patrick W. Lowden, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 1863.28550 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4821 -9200-8977.1 



c f 

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

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

i Index No. 108768-03, 100864/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO, 

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 tj 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., eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/' LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10005 

2 12.232.1300 (212) 558-5500 
File No. 1863.8147 

SO ORDERED, - 1 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4849-6605-5952.1 

122012 



?- 
I 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DOMINICK SODANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

. Defendants. 

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

Index No. 10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
9/13 / I  z 

Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 1 2.232.1 3 00 
File No. 1863.17605 

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

& 07 2 w  

G@@- 
212.558.5500 w q N ~ Y m ~  

1 2  2012 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4837-9217-5 120.1 



1 ' I  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PAUL 3 .  COSTANZO, as Executor for the Estate of 
ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO and MARIE L. COSTANZO, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 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. 

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

Index No. 1 1 1780/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Angelo E. Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.7872 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 2  2012 
48364360-4752.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE and DEBORAH 
MAGNIER as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PATRICIA CALABRESE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 13232/04 

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 (j 321 2, 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 Plaintiff 
Rudolph F. Calabrese 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.27031 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

This Document relates to: 
Index No. 108781/03 

FRANK LATTANZIO, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOSEPH LATTANZIO, and EVELINA LATTANZIO, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, N C , ,  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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILE0 

New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.21972 

New York, NY 10003 

OCJ 12 2012 SO ORDERED, 

4822-3530-1648.1 



7 

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

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

i Index No. 100855/03 
This Document relates to: 

ELMONT WARDELL and MARGARET WARDELL, 
~ 

PI ainti ffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND O M E R  

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, lNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 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, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York NOv 

endant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerle s Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.15882 

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

LEWIS k RISBOIS B~SGAARD & SM~TH LLP 

SO ORDERED, OCT 12 2012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4827-35 144720.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to; 

ISABEL KOGEL, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate 
of DAVID KOGEL and ISABEL KOGEL, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 110255/04 

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 

Dated: New York, New York 

BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
212.558.5500 

File No. 1863.11328 

SO ORDERED,. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

48324167-2464. I 



. 
' ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~~ 

This Document relates to: 

STEPHANIE D. BALSECA, as Executrix for the Estate 
of STEVEN D. WHITE, and DEANE WHITE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No. 1 10509/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRJES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

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-defkndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED 

Changrani, Esq. L 

for Defendant 

& SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.23802 n 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Steven D. White 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.558 S O 0  

SO ORDERED, - % 
Hon. Sherry Kleinneitler 

4819-8141-5 184. I 



D 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

* COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 108209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 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, FILED 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joseph Warszniter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.,EWIS BRISBOIS RISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 

4812-0868*0208.1 



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

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

! Index No. 108806/03 
LOUIS KTNSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA, 

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 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 

costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York NOV 0 7  2012 
&b% w' ~ ~ C L E R R s  w ~ , c ~  

%--' . NEWYORK az& 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. fl 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

Peer.ess Industries, Inc. Louis Kinsella 
LEV,& BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 
212.232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 
File No, 1863.26546 

SO ORDERED, OCT 1 22012 

4813-1 189-9408.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ALAN MOSTOW, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SAM MOSTOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 103643/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 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., dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 
Dated: N w Y rk, New York 

&kbh&!x%ouNTY CLERKS OFF,CE 
> 

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

RD & SMITH LLp 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 1863.6874 

SO ORDERED, 

4826-3841-3584.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

MARY CLARE O'ROURKE, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EDWARD J. O'ROURKE, SR., and MARY 
CLARE O'ROURKE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 100908/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Ihc., be by dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. i 

NOV 0 7  2012 

B h a ~ ~ a n g r a n i ,  Esq. 
Atto for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMJTH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.558 S500 
File No. 1863.17503 

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

. 

SO ORDERED, 

OC'I 122012 

4842-9418-0880. I 



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

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

j Index No. 105660/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

PETER STEFANIDIS, 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. FILED I 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Peter Stefmidis 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BECAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

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

File No. 1863.18245 

SO ORDERE ,-# 

4834-6032-744 1 . 1  



. *  
a *  ’ 
SUPMME 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.) 

i Index No. 103409/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS, 

PI ai nti ff, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 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 plaintiff” 

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 Industrie 

costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York. New York NOV 0 7  2012 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Samuel Williams 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 2 12.5 5 8.5500 
File No. 1863.28638 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4812-2803-3809.1 



*- 
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 

7 j (Heitler, J.) 
This Document relates to: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY, 
i Index No. 100988/04 
i 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 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 all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.12458 

~ 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. fl 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Angel Lamberty 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 12.5 5 8.5500 

4844-0356-2000.1 



I AETIVA 
I 

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

~ 

MAXWELL DEER and CAROLYN DEER, 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 190261/2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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 Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be 

without costs. 
y dismissed with prejudice and 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Maxwell Deer and Carolyn Deer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 2  2012 

4824-4742-1456.1 



A E m A  I *  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
a 7 ’  ’ COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

BRUCE N. FLANIGAN and MARY FLANIGAN, 
i Index No, 109937/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Kaiser Gypsum Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, 

Kaiser Gypsum Co., Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS RISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No, 29510.609 1 

Bruce N. Flanigan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 1 2.5 5 8.5 5 00 

7 

SO ORDERED, - OCT 122012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4812-7802-6000. I 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Lndex No.: 19041 111 I 

JOSEPH HENRY FOSTER, 

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 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: l o !% 
.. . __ . _ _  _ _  

New York, New York 

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

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are her F l L E O u d i c e  and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York' 

7 

David Chandler, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

ew York 10022 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHJ?,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, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed F= , L E ~ d  with pr ' wlthout costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York ! 

New Yoh, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRU3GE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD . 

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

QCT I. 22012 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN HANNA, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of LAWRENCE R. HANNA, and ELLEN 
HANNA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., ef al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190085/12, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I Attorney for Plaintiffs 
H m a ,  Lawrence R. 
WEE & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X JUNE 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T T V  REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with pre.judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y, DEMERS ,4 McMANUS 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, TNC., as Successor in lnterest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 cERa m c c e s s o r  in Interest to 

N m y ~ ~ ~  TISUMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

- 
L . 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler OcT 122012 



WHEREFORE7 defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INU. ,  hereby requests suinmary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN RPALTY & 

CONS'I'RUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway NOV 0 7  2012 TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, N Y  10003 as Successor in Interest to 

Y, DEMERS & McMANUS 

HMAN REALTY & 
' ' CoUtJrv CLERrn* ONSTRUCTION CO., INC 

200 I.U. Willets Road k. MEW YORK 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 108384/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

AURELlO TORRES, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Dcfendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ?/&T ) 2012 
New Ybrk, New York FILED 

NOV 0 7  2012 

inesh U. Dadlani, E s q . a m  CLERKS OFFICE 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL M c C A M B R I W L  NWVWK 

(212) 558-5500 

. .. 

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

New York. NY 10022 -i ~ (212)651-7500 

SO ORDERED, ~. 



P 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: A l b q o f  New York 
I2 ,2012 ,--- 

n La 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
C O N s T R U C T i O q ~ .  ,0@2 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
A 1 be rtson , I N @ & &  @ *IGE 
( 5  16) 294-54 k" wym 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____----______________1________________--------~~---------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J .  ) -___________-____________I______________-~---~-------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No. 

KELLOGG, RAYMOND E. (DEC) 1 1  1642-03 
1 17869-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X JUNE 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in lnterest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TTSHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

2012 

--. 

*2rk f, Y \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “ * . t  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC:, 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 

1 OCT I 2 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

NQV 0 7  2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

RUCTION CO.,  INC. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 122012 



Index No. 
1 1 1626-03 
12 15 18-03 

This Document Relates to: 

EVANS, MONROE H. (DEC) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
JUNE 2012 FIFO 

HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

NC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - + 

'TION CO., INC 
i N&%%lets Road 

Albertson. New Ynrk 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry --wL"vc Klein He 

- 

OCT 122012 



.. -- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOL 

CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 

s Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Y, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
a s  Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York I1507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, e Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 122012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXE 
Attorneys for Plai 

New York, NY 16003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

@ $ J  (5  16) 294-5433 
-~ SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 122012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in  Interest to 'IISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are herebv dismissed with areiudice and without costs. 
. _ I  

Dated: Alb ts n, New Yorki * FILED ~ ; P I Z  I 2012 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

S & McMANUS 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

x (Heitler, J .) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No. 
BIJGLIONE, NEIL (DEC) 1 1 1623-03 

1 18437-03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in lnterest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. b mtsap dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,. P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

DEMERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, L Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

x (Heitler, J . )  __-__-____-_-_---_-_____________________-------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No. 

BREE'WELI), EUGENE M.  1 1 1588-03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 8r 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

S 8r McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

L TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  CLERIC80- 700 Brdadway , 

New York, NY 1 0 0 d 3 ~ ~  yo* as Successor in Interest to 
I-- TISHMAN REALTY & 
. . '  CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X JUNE 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

I TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

"". 

SO ORDERED, 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 1NC 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York I1507 
(516) 294-5433 

OCT 1.2 2012 



HOACLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JE?SEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa SOX 480 
NM, BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VlNTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HMWNTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

LEA M. MARINOPOULOS, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CONSTANTINE S. KOUTSAKIS and 
MARY KOUTSAKIS, Individually, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-108521 

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 thr 

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

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

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

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

)ATED?%$New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Lea M. Marinopoulos, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Constantine S. Koutsakis and Mary 
Koutsakis, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

30 ORDERE~: 

NQV 0 7  2012 



HOAQLAND. LMQO 
MORN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORWYS AT LAW 

W T H  JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMr BRUNSWICW, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
M1 WILTSEYY; MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMNTDN, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOLA P. BALLANCE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JERRY M. BALLANCE, SR. AND 
LOLA P. BALLANCE, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-1 18040 

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. 

*AN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Lola P. Ballance, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Jerry M. Ballance, Sr., and Lola P. 
Ballance, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SHEFIRMEIN HEITLER NOV 0 7  2012 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
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 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 05-101 186 

JOYCE E. ZABINSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHARD J. ZABINSKI AND JOYCE 
E. ZABINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:Y$f%lew York, New York 

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

F' 

MflV 0 7  3nt7 - 
30 ORDERED: 

I 

Y 

FRANK ORTIZ, E?3d . I  €Sd? .QA WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintif@), 
Joyce E. Zabinski, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Richard Zabinski and Joyce E. Zabinski, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 0 0 a  

I22012 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER OCT 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs I 

700 Broadway 
NewYork,NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

(;LEf?m o ~ H M A N  REALTY & L- Ne;wyom CQPSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York I1507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

EMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
WUNW CLER)Cs wmmas Successor in Interest to 
L- NEWYORK TISHMAN REALTY 8r 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

QCJ 122012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC., 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, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENqERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & I 
CLERKS WFJCE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

, 200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
( 5  14) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY 2k 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ 6t LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003, as Successor in Interest to 

. .  TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ X JUNE 2012 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, TNC., as Successor in lnterest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO. ,'INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXEN 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

i 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 





WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ERS & McMANUS 

LTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, N Y  10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

ocv 12201P SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

J'A ESEDWARDS 
A H h Y ,  DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway L- TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, N Y  10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 T.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 

A 
-I_"- 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

oCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to 'I'ISHMAN KEALI'Y & CONSTRUCTION CO.? INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

coinplaint against defendant, '1'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONS'I'KUC'I'ION CO., IN(:. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, 'I'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION ,, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION 

without costs, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NOV 0 7  2012 
Dated: Albertson, New York 

c 

WEIlZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRIJC'I'ION CO., INC. 
200 I.  U. Willets Road 
Albcrtson, New York I1507 

MUTY? DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, E Hon. Sherry Klein lieitler - 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY ,4 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.,  

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

h 

SO ORDERED, & Albertson, New York 11507 94' (5  16) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

- 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MOWN, WNST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 4ao 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-105389 

JAMES W. MCDONALD, JR., 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. I 

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

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

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

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

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

6- . 
I New Brunswick, NJ ', I 

DATED: 
/-- 

L r  

.% ~ 

'..?A MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA,&SQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

I FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
James W. McDonald, Jr. 

New York, NY 10003 

NOV 0 7  2012 



HOAGLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, WNSf 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

This Document Relates to: 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, B R W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLATE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 13229 

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

LILLIAN REGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM REGAN and LILLIAN REGAN, 
Individually, 

against 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff: 

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

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

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

3ATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Gl(z6j 17- 

iOAGLAND, LONGOY MORAN 
lUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Htorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

> 
" %  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Lillian Regan, as Executrix for the Estate of 
William Regan and Lillian Regan, Individually 

I lllllll lllll lllll HIH 11111 HIII Ill lllll lllllll Ill IHI 
CB-FRUIT-24 



HOAGLAND. LONQO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 46U 
NEWBRUNSYVICK,NJ 

S W T H  JERSEY 
M1 WILTSEV’S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

MORAN. DUNST a 

40 PATERSON ST 

This Document Relates to: 

LILLIAN REGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM REGAN and LILLIAN REGAN, 
Individually, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-1 11795 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATtON 

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

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

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

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

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

/ 

1 
MONICA R. KOSTR*~A, BQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

1 

I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. < * +  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Lillian Regan, as Executrix for the Estate of 
William Regan and Lillian Regan, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 122012 

-- . 



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

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

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 1 1  940 

LILLIAN REGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of NO OPPOSITION 
WILLIAM REGAN and LILLIAN REGAN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Individual I y, MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: NJ 
f$;,;pnswick, 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

I 

FILED I 

SOORDER D: 

NOV 0 7  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Lillian Regan, as Executrix for the Estate of 
William Regan and Lillian Regan, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY low 

OCT 122012 

CA-SUM-8 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 

DOLIKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NN\, BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Irw 

MORAN, DUNST a 

mi WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY DONALD SADLER and MARTHA 
CAROLYN, 

against 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11938 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

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

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

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

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

DATED: New runswick, NJ 
9\L58!2 

MONICA R. KOSTRZ&A, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

**> r, I 

\cy FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. I' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N%v 
%<* *L 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Harry Donald Sadler and Martha Carolyn 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lm 



. -  

HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2W 
HAMMONTOW, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

I.A.S. Part30 
( H ei t le r, J .) 

This Document Relates to: 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT C. SCHASSLER and 
JOYCE SCHASSLER, Individually, 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 18346 

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 againsi 

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
911 71 \L 

MONICA R. KOST@EwA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

7 I- 

,:P 
7 :. 

!* 
i" h..- 

p %  ~ ' , . ". 4 , Q  
FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joyce Schassler, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Robert C. Schassler and Joyce 
Schassler, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York,-S 

CA-SUM-IO 



0 

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST & 
MKKAS,  LLP 
ATTGRNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEWBRlUtWlCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
70l WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE M2 
HAWONTOW, tdJ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-1 16294 

DONALD P. DAILEY AND KATHLEEN DAILEY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

DATED:?g!%Jew York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED: FILED 
NOV 01 2012 

COUMV CLERKS OFflCE 
L, NEWYORK . 

. .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Donald P. Dailey and Kathleen Dailey 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

QCT 122012 

J CB-ASCEND- 13 
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HOAQLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

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

SOUTH XRSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL Rtl 
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 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-102362 

DAVID DAVIDSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 agains 

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

DATED:?-a’ltNew York, New York 

4SHWATH TRASI, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LON b 0, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
David Davidson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BZ-WASP-20 



1 '  

HOAQLND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEASON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRUVSNKK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7'01 WTSEY'S WL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, lrll 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-108523 

PHYLLIS ROSENBLUM, and ALAN FAST, as Co- 
Personal Representative for the Estate of SADIE 
FAST, and BENJAMIN FAST, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:qd%Jew Brunswick, NJ 

Attorn& for Plaintiff (s), 
Phyllis Rosenblum, and Alan Fast, as Co- 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
Sadie Fast, and Benjamin Fast, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN v 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
iohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

NOV 0 7 2012 

I lllllll lllll lllll Ill1 lllll 111 1111 lllll lllll Ill 1111 
J 
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HOAGLAM), LONQO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUNWCK, NJ 

S O N H  JERSEV 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. hw 

MORAN. WNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I INDEX NO.: 04-1 10258 

ELOISE V. BROADWAY, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MARION 
BROADWAY and ELOISE V. BROADWAY, 
Individually, 

against 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

DATED: N w Brunswick, NJ +\\+ 
AA 

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

SO ORDERED FILED 
N O V  OT 2012 

coum CLERICS OfFtCE 
L+ NEWYOAK -...l 

% X  tL 
I 

<,?I** 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. "'"% 4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %)< 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Eloise V. Broadway, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Marion 
Broadway and Eloise V. Broadway, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DGUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PQ BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSVWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTf 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

4 a ~ ~ r ~ f z s o ~  ST 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-102171 

JAMES W. MCDONALD, JR., 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New B unswick, NJ 
4 )  , , r l %  n * 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, B Q .  
YOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

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

NOV 0 1  2012 OCJ 122012 

CA-RAIN-11 

. 



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

.- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No, 1 1 1588-03 

Eugene M. Breetveld 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 
,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys, for Plaint(fXs) 
Eugene M. Breetveld 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

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

1-0285 

OC7 1220 



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

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE QUATTROCCHI 

,. 
lndex No. 190240/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requcsts sunimary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

& LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,for Plaintifli~) Attorneys<for Defendant 

k, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT x. 22012 



.. 
I 

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

._ 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL DIGIROLOMO 

'a 

Index No. 190089/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys,for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
Michael DiGirolomo Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: lndex No. 119504/02 

JOHN P. BYRNES 
NO OPPOSTTTON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

costs. 

Attorneys, for Plaint$ 
John P. Bymes 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

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

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122013 



SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STAI'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x 
THIS DOCUMENT RELAI'ES TO: 

EMMANUEL DE-BISCEGLIA 

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

Index NOS.: 111593-03 
11 1966-03 

NO OPPOSXTION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- -  

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hcreby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

dismisscd with prejudice 

costs. 

Attorneys* for De fendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Emmanuel De-Bisceglia Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

and without 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 



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

_ _  
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH POSSTER 

X 

1 %  

Index Nos.: 100286-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be an 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

& LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

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

SO ORDERED, 



t 

This Document Relates to: 

HOAQLAND LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

FKIRTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
pa BOX 480 
NWVERUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WLTSEY'S MILL ED 
WTE Mz 
HAMMONTON, W 

INDEX NO.: 02-127888 

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 

DAVID DAVIDSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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 

DATEDfl-2&4!New York, New York 

ASHWATH TRASI, ESQ.' 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

MICHAEL FANELLI, E$Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
David Davidson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CA-SHREK-20 
/ 



WAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORM JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMIBRUNSWCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WTSEYS MILL RV 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTQN, W 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALEE DONOVAN, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD K. 
LONG AND ONNOLEE A. LONG, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 05-101022 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., herebg , equests 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. 

DATEDq-u'hew York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Donalee Donovan, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Donald K. Long and Onnolee A. 
Long, Individually 

4 New York, NY 10003 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
t0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 ', 700 Broadway 



. . . - . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I. ~~~ ~ 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index 

JOSEPH A. DE CICCO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I. ~~ 

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. 

R6sario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 122012 



-against- 
Plaintiff($), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, 

ORDERED, that u p ~ ~ ~ d ~ d a n t ~ ~ , a l l  claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

there deing no opposition thereto, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same a e hereby dism' 

Dated: New York, New York 

with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

J 

-. 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

* 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME CI URT OF THE STATE OF NEW 1 3RK 

-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 /I J 

AMBRIDGE SINGER & 
D a v i d d r ,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 rd Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, New York 10022 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Frank Ayala-Ramirez 

1-  

Index No. 190524/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Pluint#(s> 
Frank Ayulu-Rumirez Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys, for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
% e n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

rNRE NEW YOFK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 100396/03 

Edward J. Grant 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c s and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., be and the with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintvjs) 
Edwurd J.  Grunt 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys-for Defendunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 -A -++- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon; Sherry Klein Qeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH and LOIS RICH 

_ _  
Index No. 105931/03,128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests suminary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
! 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same a 

costs. 

ith prejudice and without 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
William Henry Rich and Lois Rich 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys jiw Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 1 2  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-n 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
I- 

THlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: lndex No. 114132/02,107403/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

GLENN R. CARLISLE and PAULETTE S. CAKLISLE 

I* 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be )by dismissed with prei udice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

/ '  Matthew MacIntyre, E s d  Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys*for Plainliff Attorneys*for Defindunl 
Glenn R. Carlisle 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-A 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LI’TIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
-A 

Index No. 190502/11,107848/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

VICTOR TORIN0 and MARY ANN TORINO 

WFTEKEFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without \ 

- 
Erik 

Attorneys jiw Plaint@% AttorneysJOr Defendunt 
Victor Torino und Mary Ann Torino 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BFUDLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791 -0285 - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Tyrrell Mori 

Index No. 100866l03 
11 1795104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon dants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc,, 

costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New_ York, New YoMq 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BWDLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) Attorneys<for Defendant 
Tyrrell Mori Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 19 12/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George R, Schurnacher 
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 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 knoyn as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

LLP 

OCT 12 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19780/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Anthony Sirico 
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 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

./Craig Blau, Esq. 
E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
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 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED. OCT 122012 
Hon. S h c r r w .  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY NYCAL 

(Hei tl er, J .) 
Index No: 1 19780/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Anthony Sirico 
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 

WETTZ & 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 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, OCT 122012 
I '  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Francis J. Smith 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18280/03 

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, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New York. New York 

YAVITZ & BL 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

LLP 

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: 

Paul A. Smolley, Sr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1252/03 

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 321 2, 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 crass claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1252/03 

Paul A. Smolley, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d claims against 

thereto, 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known#@&1.8a7d@ration, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without w n  cERK'S 0-E 
p p N  YON( 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Jerry 0. Thompson 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10245104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, 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 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

J, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler +- 

OCT 182012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald Yetter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16648103 

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 321 2, 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 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York NOV o ?  2Ol2 
~~~ 0 9  y 2 0 1 2  

&-%,“l?v @ I 
, ~~ % ,+, .r, d 

%+&&*&$ * L&*.f.” ( .-? , 
,/Craig Blau, Esq. 

E YAVlTZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

LLP 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald Yetter 

NYCAL 
(Hei t ler, J .) 

Index No: 1 16648/03 

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 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

ERRANTE YAVTTZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h 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: 

Angel Lambery 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100988/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, 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 claim6 against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporatiou 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DAR&R ERRA~TE YAVITZ & BLAU, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

,LP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101357/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick W. Lowden, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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-def s and cross claims against 

be and the same are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, forkerly 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s w v  01 2 w  

'*$ *-J$h 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith f Yavitz, Esq 
DARG R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

- ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heit ler, J .) 

Index No: 1 1 1778/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert C, McDonald 
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 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 
(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: 

Robert C. McDonald 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
L 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. NQV 0 1 
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Judith 4 Yavitz, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
QCT 1 2  2ait 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16466/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Salerno 
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 
4 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are F= hereby , L ~ ~ i t l i  di pyju@ice 1 and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
aT 0 8  ,2012 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- 
Judith A. pavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 16466/03 

Charles Salerno 
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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/1 
Judit*Yavitz, Esq 
DA@R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Flpor 
New York,NY 10016 ! 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
,T 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James Santacroce 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17445/03 

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 with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, N Y  100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27Ih Street, 1 Zth Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

LLP 

G 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No: 1 17445/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James Santacroce 
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-defend ims &d cross claims against 

be and the same are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, former1 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cm 6 7 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

< .-&, ;6y 0 9 ( *,, 
($; --%< J’ tr d -  

1 ii W%$ $,.d’ 4Q .,: 
Lp”*J - v” T;,.1”$, 

i‘ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 14% LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 19 12/03 

George R. Schumacher 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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 Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103796/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph E. Ganisin 
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 

z, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
NTE YAVITZ & BLAl 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

J, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph E. Ganisin 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103796/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

and cross claims against 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, f o r m e r l $ @ & + @ i ~ s ~ a  Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and -Q&Rm OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
L NEWYOF3K 

. g/(/ 
Judith . Yavitz, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE 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, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gene E. Keding 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1794104 

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-defen &&&sDross claims against 

on, be and the same are UW 6"fPfflY defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cds 

Dated: New York, New York 
buNTY CLERKS Q W ~ ~  
L- NEWYQRK . I ,  

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J+) 
Index No: 100988/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Angel Lamberty 
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, 

ORDEmD, 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 
1 
t 

FIED 1 costs. 

Dated: New York, New York A '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(21 2) 452-5300 

SO ORDEED, 
Hon. Sh-K.Y-h :itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles W. Dietrich 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 152 14/03 

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 c cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly oratiqn, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c !%! s 0 7  2012 I 

Dated: New York, New York  CLERKS^ 
y ( ,  

Judith avitz, Esq 
DARGER EMANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry K. Hei'tler 

OGT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Dufour 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15705/03 

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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d nLs,Dand cyss  claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are h reb missed with prejudice and without 

costs. NOV 0 7  2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 
- 1 

Judith ATFavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGE# ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Dufour 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15705/03 

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-defend laims and cross claims against 

rporation, be and the same are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, former1 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without f@v* 0 1  2012 
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, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 113504/03 

Thomas Faughey 
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 ar prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

sq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13504/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas Faughey 
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, fo&lI & E @ a  Corporation, be and the same are 

9€)v “BSf”2012 hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

Dated: New York, New York I 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVTTZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27‘h Street, 1 2‘h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

Robert D. Freeman 

This Document Relates to: lndex No: 100867/04 

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 th issed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
NO! 0 7  2012 

, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100867/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert D. Freeman 
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 ca-defen all claims and cross claims against 

Corporation, be and the same are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, fo 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit%opcffT. 2012 

COUrnCLERKSOFFK;E Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27*h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roy Fuller 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102 134/04 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon ts, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be with prejudice and without 

costs. NOV 0 7  2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

z, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(21 2) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitlcr, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 102 134/04 

Roy Fuller 
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 p\&EQU claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, foGerly known 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New &@k, New York 

a Corporation, be and the same are 

d N W \ T ) 9  p; "*<& &By 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William N. Barton 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102900/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, 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 

with prejudice and without 

costs. 

tz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

William N. Barton 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 102900/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 

hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCT 0 9  7,2012 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
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 

SO ORDERED, OCT 1 2  2012 



IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George T, Biggs 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 17704/03 

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. 

Dated: New York, New Yo! 

./Craig BlauTEsq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff .i. , Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27th Street, 12'h 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: 

George T. Biggs 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, 3 .) 

Index No: 1 17704103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMICIARJ 
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 l&dl  m r a t i o h .  be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York . nq 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -\ dudith &. Yavitz, Esq 
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, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 2  2012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Marion Broadway 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10258/04 

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 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 
'? 
:&with prejudice and without 

\ 

costs. 

IARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 271h Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY IO0 16 
(212) 452-5300 

QCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Marion Broadway 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10258/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as D 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27‘h Street, 12‘h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

so ornc”“” A- 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WLJUlY, 

OCT 122012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles W. Dietrich 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 115214103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

OCT 1 22012 

- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

\ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

i NYCALfIndex No. 1901 19-2012 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

i ORDER 

THOMAS HOUSTON & ELLEN HOUSTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - j JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

BEAZER EAST, INC. (Individually and as successor-in- i 
interest to THIEM CORP and UNIVERSAL 
REFRACTORIES), et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. (“Lennox”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox without prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

Ordered that upon notice to all co#t 

m@ Zthout prejudice and without costs. k Lennox be, and the same here 

Dated: New York, New York 
NQl 

defendant 

October 2,201 2 

THE LANIER LAW FIRM, P DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 
BLAU LLP 

New York, New York 10022 
212.421.2800 212.452.5300 

Attorneys for Plainti@ Attorneys fur Lennox Industries Inc, 

b G i  122012 
SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GAYLE C. CALLEGARI and ROBERT CALLEGARI, i 

Plaintiffs, 

I against - 
A.O. SMITHWATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants, , , 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL Index No. 190152-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. ((‘Lennox’’) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

Ordered that upon notice 

Lennox be, and the same hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 

I claims and cross-claims against defendant 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.5 5 8 S50O 2 12.452.5300 

Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc. Attorneys for Plaintfls 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintfls 

SO ORDERED: 7 Honorable Snerry K. ne1 uL“ 4 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - _ f f r _ _ _ ” _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Rolland M. Engle 

- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190284/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
“AMERICAN BILTFUTE, INC., Individually and Successor to Amtico Foors” (herein 
after L‘AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, _ _  

dants, all claims and cross claims against 
e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upon 
defendant AMERICAN BILT 
and without costs, 

Bryan Belasky, Esq, 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

New York, New York 10017 

File No. 13139.00188 
2 12-490-3000 

Q6T 12201e SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
x _ _ - - _ _ _ r _ l - _ _ l c r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 17/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

-___-l___l__-__l_______l_______ll__l___l- X 

This Document Relates To: 

Leroy G. Mitchell and Freda Mitchell NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BJLTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC” (herein after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE 
INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant AMEFUCAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

\ 
i 

American Biltrite Inc. * 550 East 42”d Street 

co\f 

&“ “ .. 
/%ew York, New York 100 17 ’. < 2 12-490-3000 

File No. 13139.00180 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 
5097716v.l 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ “ r - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s M a  
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” 
(hereinafter “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

t 
4 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 1001 7 

OCT 1 2 2012 5 149565~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X "__ I - -_ -_ -____________r_________ l l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190323/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r l _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - -  

This Document Relates To: 

James E. McGuire and Constance McGuire NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE 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 AMERICAN 
BILTFUTE INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: loll/lz 

c . - z & w  
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42 
New York, New York 10017 
File No, 13139.00195 

5 147410~. 1 
OCT I 2201? 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ r - _ - - - - _ _ _ _ " - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - _ _ - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102 134/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __"_l_-l-_______---______r____l_______r_- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Billie Rae Fuller, as Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Roy Fuller, and Billie Rae Fuller, Individually 

X l _ _ _ _ _ " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC., incorrectly s/h/a "CHEVRON 
TEXACO CORPORATION' hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New y0f \LED 
s\ \ 4 \ b  

NOV 0 7  ~~~~ 

WClEFnrsoFflce 
N ~ Y C m  -- 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 CHEVRON U.S.A. INC. 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No.: 01042.00245 

SO ORDERED, 

5183727v.1 
QCT I 22012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - _ * x I d d * - m - * -  

WHEREFORE, defendants CHEVRON U,S.A. INC., incorrectly s/h/a Chevron IJ.S.A,, 
Inc. (Individually and as Successor to Texaco, Chevron Corporation and Overseas Tankship 
Corporation), and TRMJ-H LLC incorrectly s M a  Texaco Inc. (Individually and as Successor to 
Chevron Corporation and Overseas Tankship Corporation) hereby request summary judgment in 
the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CHEVRON USA. INC. and TRMI-H LLC with 
prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
be and the same are hercby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

3h0 Ixxrngton Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

New York, New York 100 1 7 
Our File No.: Of 042.00N9 

SO ORDERED. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ l l _ _ - - _ _ " _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116830/03 

Frances Marino 
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 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.30489 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 
5 142432~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " " _ L - - - _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -----_____--___l_-l____________r______l_- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 O2900/04 

- 

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 

, /qI/h '*< 

Y 

. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.31038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________l___l_____________________l_l___- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John D. Walker and Catherine McLean Walker 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No: 190163/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

UXENBERG, P,C. ER, MOSKOWITZ, 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 10557.01 194 

SO ORDERED, 

5063795v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

John D. Walker and Catherine McLean Walker 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190163112 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 4 * * * * - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CLYDE UNION, INC,, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CLYDE UNION, INC., with prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CLYDE UNION, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 07723.00066 

SO ORDERED, 

5063830v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM HEUER and RENEE HEUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL Index No. 190056-1 2 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. ((‘Lennox’’) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

Ordered that upon and cross-claims against defendant 

Lennox be, and the same hereb 

Dated: New York, New York 

rejudice and without costs. 

NflV 07  a‘? 
GL€Rcs OF- c o u ~ N w y ~  - -  &‘ . -- 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.5 5 8.5500 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintifs 

ew York, NY 100 16 
212.452.5300 

Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
1 _ 1 _ _ 1 - _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - 1 - r - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Helen Nagy 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190159/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CARRJER CORPORATION with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

New York, NY 10036 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 10557.01 186 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - l _ - - - _ _ - l - _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Gloria Urso 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190164/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ A  / NOV 0 7  2013 
Benjskf;ib%arche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,Ccoum . - -  Attorney for Plaintiff L 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 10557,01201 

SO ORDERED, d 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 





t 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - r l _ _ - - _ _ _ r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - r r - r - - - - - r - - ~  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108950/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____------------I_-____1_______1_11____- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER 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 CARRIER 
CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: d l  I 

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

File No. 10557.01 158 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190323/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l _ _ l l _ _ _ r - _ _ _ _ l _ _ " l _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLYDE UNION, INC. incorrectly s/h/a "UNION 
PUMP COMPANY" (hereinafter CLYDE UNION, 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 CLYDE UNION, INC. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CLYDE UNION, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

File No. 07723.00003 

OCT 122012 
5 147394v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ “ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Yale L. Eisenberg 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190429/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and as 

successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter “CARRIER 

CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

CARRIER CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: /0/3//Z- F\LED 
NQy 0 1  

1 m s  
Charles F c r x  Esq. COUNfi :&)@ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Nb MOSKOWITZ, 

CORPORATION CA 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

No.: 10557.01045 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ira Friedman 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190239/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ - - - _ _ - - - _ l * - - _ l _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r r -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1902 14/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S Part 30 

X - - " _ t _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - l _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC,, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTKITE INC., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5049133v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

--__________________----------------------~----"-----*------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

INDEX NO.: 190082-1 2 
CHUN HlNG LEE 

-against- 

TASCO INSULATIONS F/WA ASBESTOS 
SERVICE COMPANY, et ai. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos Service Company, 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 Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos 
Service Company, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Tasco Insulations f/kh Asbestos Service Company, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LI v ~eiiucllL$ FOX,'LLP' 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) George Robinson 

Richard C. Polley, Esquire 
Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY 8 CHILCOTE, P.C. 
Two PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA ? 5222-5402 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos 
Service Company 

SO ORDERED: - 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______l__"""- - - - - - - - I I__________________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190014/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x - - - - - - - - - - - _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFOKE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY AND 
AUTOMATION, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: sflm6 tix 13, Zo I 2, 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Michael Roberts, Esq. 
'Weitz & Luxenberg P.C, 
Attorney for Plaintiff Nov 0 1  2112 EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway ttomey for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 IEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as 

in interest to SI[EMENS 
ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, 
INC. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
212-490-3000 

No. 00965,00387 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 

4903716v.1 



I 
. . . - 

L 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- -  x 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
6LAMEFtICAN BILTRITE, Individually and as successor to AMTICO FLOORS" (herein 
after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMEFUCAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

! 

ASSOCIATES, P.C . 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
245 Park Ave., 39th Floor 
New York, NY 10167 

MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorney efendant 
American Biltrite Inc. 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-49O-,NOO 

-J3ed13139.00156 

SO ORDERED, I 
Hon. Shehy K. Heitler 

513 1821v.l 



7 ' ,  
? I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -"- -__r_-r-_- - l l l l -_- - - - - - l - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190427/11 

Anthony Vivona and Catherine Vivona 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and as 

successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter "CARRIER 

CORPORATION") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

CARRIER CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &s4, 

R, MOSKO WITZ, 
& DICKER LLP 

CORPORATION 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4906059~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ l _ _ ” l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

I 
NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190128/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_I___________________I___frr____l____lr__  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas W. Evans and Lois L. Evans NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC,, incorrectly s/h/a 
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” 
(hereinafter “AMERICAN BILTRITE 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 AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without cos 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

New York, New York 100 17 

0C-f 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x - - - - _ _ _ " _ - - - 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ r _ _ l _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190131/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ r _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

360 Lexington Ave., 20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 10557.00978 

OCT 122012 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX COUNTY 
x - - - - - -_ - - -_ - - -_____________ l r l r______r__ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 88/12 

Frederick L. Mark and Dolores M. Mark 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRTER CORPORATION 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 
and without costs, 

4 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10017 

File No. 10557.01 189 
2 12-490-3000 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

N Y CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROY BOGGS 

’. 
Indcx No. 127704102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, fi)r Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Roy Boggs Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

INRE NEW YORK CITY N I  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No.: 114014-02 

Philip Tambasco NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

neys for PlaintfAs) 
Philip Tamhasco 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

OCT 122012 
a - -  Dated: 

H 0 I l . M  Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

~ _ _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190417/11 

ROBERT PONTILLO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be 

costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Davkl-Vbarry, E s P U  Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Robert Pontillo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

OCT 122012 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Plaint iff( s), : Index No(s).: 190364-12 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

X r_-l__ll___lll_______--r--1-------1-1---"-"---------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



I 
I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ________________________________________----------------- 

MICHAEL DIGIROLOMO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
' 1.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 190089-1 2 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. 
x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as 

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

&L GATES LLP 
SePtSerg Esq. NOV 07 'Lu' 

d WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 4.. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) c\cERICs 0 Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway c ~ N  N w ~ ~ ~  , ~ C H N E I D E R  ELECTRIC USA, INC. 

- -  
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

r' 
€&in Heitler 

OCT 122012 

NY-9Y6273 V I  



568232D1108 

SUF'FLEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

m RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X I-L----L1l-c--III-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

: Index No. 114369-04 

c__-I-__I_I___-____I_ll-l-lr-.-l-ll-l-l------- 

This Document Relates To: 

MAFULYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM : NO OPPOSITION 
PLOECKELMKNN, : SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

PlaintifQ), 

-against- 

A. W. CXESTERTON COMPANY; et al., 

: MOTIONANDORDER 

: Hon. Sherry K+ Heitler 
: IASPart30 

WHERJ3FORE, Crown Cork & Seal Company, Inc. ("Crown") hereby requests sununary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Crown, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Crown be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l9q/&D 
m 

01 FLEMMING ZULACK WILLIAMSON ZAUDERER LLP 

One Liberty Plaza, 35* Floor 
New Yo& New York 10006-1404 
(212) 412-9500 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- -  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index NO, 108170-06 

IRVING FEUERMAN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/- Rosaria __c Chetta, = Esq. 

\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Irving Feuerman Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE 

Index No. 190082/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New GAL 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP w MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Paul Crune and Arlene Crane 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h F1. 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys. for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 681-1575 # (2 12) 79 1-0285 

Dated: 
c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I I  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FERNANDO HERNANDEZ 

. .  

X 

Index Nos. 190462/11 
113546/97 
256624191 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
\ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

- . - .  . _. - 

Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

Fernando Hernandez Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



SIJPIIEME COUK‘I‘ O F  ‘1’1 I K  S‘I’A‘I’E OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

‘I 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 130194/04 
100862fO3 

ROBERT A. LOWE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ‘ 
Attorneys for  Plaintif Attorneys*for Defendunt 
Robert A. Lowe 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALGBY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL A. SMOLLEY, SR. 

Index No. 121252-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

A/ NIIV u I 

Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys Jbr Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintffis) 
PAUL A. SMOLLEE SR. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 85 

D a t e d : n , 7 2 e r t  SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 .  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos.: 1220 17/98 
120667/00 
1 16680/06 

Michael P. Long 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MALABY & BIIADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintlfjfls) 
Michael P. Long 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 
Dated: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT D. PISTONE and DEIRDRE 
PISTONE, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No(s).: 104645-06 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CQ. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE 

opposition thereto, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are herr 

WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) , A~hrneys  for Defendant 
700 Broadway b 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, N Y  10003 

& A N E  co. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

costs. 

HoB-q ,(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
in Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RUSSELL DUNN and BARBARA RUSSELL, : 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No(s).: 1 1 1590-03 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be. and the same am 

700 Broadway 3. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

dismissed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P ~ G ~ N ~ ~ ~ .  aF , dl 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
GATES LLP 

torneys for Defendant F’ 

without costs. 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

~ R A N E  co. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ETTORE MONTELEONE and MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 1 1 1594-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X -------------_________l__r___r__________----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ss claims against 

ssed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

ocr  I22012 ' 



STEVEN W. STARK and DEBRA STARK, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

PlaintiffTs), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

: 
: 

Defendants. 

Index No(s).: 190385-12 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X -_____________I_________________________------------------------- 

WHEFWFORE, defendant WEINMAN, an unincorporated trade name of Crane Pumps 

& Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Weinman Pump & Supply Co.)  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant WEINMAN with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant WEINMAN be, and the same are hereby, disn&sed with prejudice and without costs. 

w ~ v  07 ZU\r Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. P m e  of Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

Att eys ATES for Defendant LLp 
A 

INMAN, an unincorporated trade 

B e n j a a  warche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
C G d f l  

700 Broadway @Y0BK 

(212) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

, ,  
SO ORDERED, 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROY F. BOGGS and PHYLLIS BOGGS, 

Plaintiff(s), 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- Index No(s).: 120709-02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PHYLLIS M. BOGGS, as Executrix for the : 
Estate of ROY F. BOGGS, and PHYLLIS M. 
BOGGS, Individually, : NYCAL : I.A.S. Part30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

: Index No(s).: 127704-02 
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, a , dismissed with prejudice and without costs. , dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

At rneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

d Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) I 
700 Broadway C NECO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT 122012 
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: 

P H I LLI P TAM BASCO 
Index No. 114014/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor ockheed Martin Corp. 

DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

kheed Martin Corp. 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ___________1""____1__-----I-----------------"--"-----~--~-------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

LORRAINE WEBSTER, as Executrix for the : Index No. 100923/03 
Estate of BEVERLY M. WEBSTER, LORRAINE : 
WEBSTER, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

............................................................... 

Plaintiff, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IAS Part 30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, & 

Defendants. 
X _____"____1___-_11___----------------I------------------------- 

WHEREFORJ2, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
/o // //2 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

# "  

efendants The Goodyear Tire & Ruuuer 
Canada Inc. 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

New York, New York 100 18 of- 
~ " "  - * ' l  ;', 3 G m f s  

3WYQRK 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

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. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Y~r!iovO&~ 20'2 

264 West 40th Street 
New York. New York 10018 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 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 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

WEITZ&LU + N ERG,P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 1 Om 0 7 2012 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

OCT 122012 n 

Hon. Sherry Klein Ileitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Won, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Yl+ By: "a .P A b @  

Frank Ortiz 

64 est 40* Street FILED York, New York 1001 8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(2 12) 302-2400 
NOV 07  a12 

(212) 558-5500 

OCT 122012 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. : 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 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

i' fc // ct 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

oodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

New York 100 18 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212 02-2400 

NQV 07  d j  
Dated: New York, New Yo+ 

~ H n C L m K - =  - p,WYORr(. 

< - - _  ~~ - 
OCT 1 2  2012 

SO ORDERED: 
HonTherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

/ a / /  / / 2 -  
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: v MA& 
Lawrence G. Lee v 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 m! 0 7 Znl2 

264 West 40m Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 2) 302-2400 
co"m ClERKS OFF@ w YORK 

Dated: New York;New Yo% 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 122012 

Rubber 



WARSZNITER and ISAAC IKE KRAN, as Co- : NO OPPOSITION 
Administrators for the Estate of MARY 
WARSZNITER, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

/o// //a 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Ne York, New York 100 18 
CQUNTY CLERICS OFF(& ) 302-2400 

iqF9nl !WW _^_._ "I  

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1.22012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK J. PODSIDLO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 17498105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma ,Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw M411 River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

(NY 157223.1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ANTHONY C .  POPPLE, SR I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No, 1 15409/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Tnc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fllda BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10’523 

File No.: 473.92464 

NOV 07  2012 

N W  vow 
SO ORDE 

c;-uw CLEWS OFFrCE 

oCT I 22012 
{NY 157222.1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

EDWARD RICH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1063 52/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
& COURTNl3Y, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 

3.92466 .- 

wov 0 7  2012 

NWYQRK 

so om coum CL€RKS owlCE 

{NY 157221.1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L I T I G A T ~  
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ADOLFO RISCHBIETER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 116785/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

- . (914)345-7301 

SO ORDE 

{NY 157220. I } 

F\L€D 
NOV 0 7  2012 

OCT 122012 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRED C. ROMANO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 108706/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. € M a  BMI . ,  
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDE 

{NY 157219.1) OCT ~ 2 2 0 1 2  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

CARMINE SIANO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 100333/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXIENEERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry lein Heitler - "liTv ce OF- 

m y -  

OCT I 22012 
{NY 157216.1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ANTHONY J. SIMINI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 17706105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
,”’ costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDE 

OCT 122012 NOY Q J P  812 

{NYlS7213.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

LOUIS H. SIVERS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 115801/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fhda BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. -> James M. S elly , E 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRZEN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

{NY 15721 1.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.____. ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILLIP TAM BASCO 
Index No. 114014/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2, 

rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY IO003 ennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDE 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHN MCCLOSKEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No, 1 15842/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Mill River Road 
gd, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT 122012 



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: 

MORTON MECKLER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 102561/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 'v: I 

RKS-ILL, O'BFUEN 
P.C. 

f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 properly named as Premier Refractories, 

c. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
Nnq '' 53&&$Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

No,: 473.92452 

OCT 1220.12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORTS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

THOMAS J. MET2 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 102288/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MICHAEL MIRISOLOFF I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 101 377105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXE 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
nc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
30 Saw Mill River Road 
lmsford, New York 10523 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
HELEN MOSS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 15287/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

unq 07 2Q'2 

OCT 1 22012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ELMER F. MULLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 115712/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Tnc. fkfa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Tnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fkfa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s 
700 Broadway ; 

New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 7 ;?01’1 E\F\\I c! 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 

q m s f o r d ,  New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92457 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

EDWIN A. MURRAY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 102879/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Nflv 0 7 2017 

c o u ~ ~  CLERK’S OFF\cE Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
NEW YaRK 

(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT W. O'BRIEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104300/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plainti 

New York, NY 10003 F I ~ v  7 2Q11 improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTWY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
O ~ ~ \ & 3 0  Saw Mill River Road 

p;QUn4T'r C;I,E'Ri('s ' Elmsford, New York 10523 h,Fy3 vrzw 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92460 

SO ORDERED 

(NY 157228.1) 

/ 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH L. PETELEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 17266105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

EYE?:% lO$\LED 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV 07 1 ~ 2  
File No.: 473.92462 

-2 

so om 

(NY 157225. I}  
OCf a 22012 



&JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICHOLAS N. TROILO AND EMILY TROILO, HIS WIFE 
Index No. I901 9911 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PepsiCo, inc., incorrectly sued herein as Pepsi Cola 

Company and/or Pepsi Company ("PepsiCo"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, PepsiCo, inc., incorrectly sued herein as Pepsi 

Cola Company and/or Pepsi Company ("PepsiCo"), with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant PepsiCo, inc., incorrectly sued herein as Pepsi Cola Company 

and/or Pepsi Company ("PepsiCo"), be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , o / s  ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
PepsiCo, inc., incorrectly sued herein 

'i ~fil? as Pepsi Cola Company and/or Pepsi 
Cowany ("PepsiCo") 

&\shall, Dennehey, Warner, 

19500 State Highway 249 
Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 ynl 0 

6s ck7 E:.-. :- E Coleman & Goggin 
@?Jb\fl 888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, T 122012 



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: NYCAL 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 103409/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f#a 

Adience, Inc. f#a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 
(NYI57200.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANK KOONE, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 104954/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f N a  BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc, fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

RKS, 'NEILL, O'BRIEN w NEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

File No.: 473.92449 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 1 2  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROBERT J. LORPER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 107940/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank O'gffi,%q. 

WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 7jjl Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

Attorneys for 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
*sford, New York 10523 

Nnq 0 

File No.: 473.92450 

SO ORDE 

OCT 122012 



Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY 
M. KILLIAN, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. 
: 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 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, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ar Tire & Rubber 

Lawrence G. L 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ______-_r----"_________1________1_1_____-------------------~--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ----"I-______c__-_-II-------------------------~"---------------- 

RTlODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal : Index No. 116829/03 
Representative for the Estate of IRVING 
KLINGSBERG and RHODA KLINGSBERG, : NO OPPOSITION 
Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- : 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 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. NewIYork 

WEITZ - & LUXE BERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

%- ^?.."_. --*?., 4 I 

Frank Ortiz 0 L .4& 

.p.p %*'y $ . ;+ 

* , f r r  Gib"," 
L&*,"bd' k, ,*: By: ' \  - ,,?#,* 

Ne 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

)Jnv 07 2012 

SO ORDERED: 
Jhn%bq$lein Heitler, J.S.C. 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated; New York, New York 

WEITZ --+&P-- & LU E BERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

P' . 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Defendants The Goody- 
Goodyear C@a Inc./ ; 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

New York, New York \ -  0 0 8  
700 Broadway - 

- New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Tire & Rubber 

Hon. Sherry KleiiHeitler, J.S.C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

FRANK LATTANZIO, as Executor for the Estate : Index No. 108781/03 
of JOSEPH LATTANZIO and EVELINA 
LATTANZIO, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
. IASPart30 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 

WEITZ & L X NBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

q+ 
+-,r Cornpanybd Goodyear Qnada 1 4 .  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York cot;m NDV CERKs \loa% OF ''''- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -_--------_----________________________I-----~----------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 110194/2004 

............................................................... 
JEANNE LOWE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT A. LOWE and JEANNE LOWE, 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor N w York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
/.4; &vL 

York, New York 100 1 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Shefiy Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YO= CITY : NYCAL 
X --1-_1-------1"---------------I--------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______------__r"_________I______________-------------------~--- 

ALAN MOSTOW, as Personal Representative for : Index NO. 103643/03 
the Estate SAM MOSTOW, 

Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OFtDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
ACHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et &. IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y$rirewYork 
WEITZ & LU E BERG, P,C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company q$d Goodyear Canada Inc., ~ 

% - Lawrence G. Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

f q E E ? r k  1 00 1 8 

OCT 122012 SO ORDERED: 



for the Estate EDWARD J. O'ROURKE, SR., and 
MARY CLARE 0' ROURKE, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. : 

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. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ar Tire & Rubber 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -_--_---___---_-_---_______rlr______r___----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______-_________-__-__________1__1111___----------------------- 

JEAN DEPONTO, as Administratrix for the Estate : Index No. 1 1 1642/03 
of HENRY MULLER, 1 17870/03 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N York, New York -!TxmL 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

B 

700 Broadway 264ve i t  40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 N e w m p D O l 8  
(212) 558-5500 (212 

Dated: New York, New York 

% 

NflY 07 m2 
oc1 122012 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ---__-__---"---_-_________l____r________-------------I-----_"-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1 16 194102 

____---"l-r"____----_l____________l_____-------------"--------- 

LUIS ACEVEDO and SUSAN ACEVEDO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., gt 4. 

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 & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

oc-r 122012 
SO ORDERED: FEE 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby reques$ urnmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

2 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7g 2LY 3. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. 

." 

B 
PhanAlvarado 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: 

SO OR 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT D. PISTONE and DEIRDRE 
PISTONE , 

Index No. 104645/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ul., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Marernont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

. . -.. 
Dated: New York, New York 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys*for Plaintirs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Atlorneys-for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 

SOORDERED, /A - - 6 v  OCT 122012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



. 
F- 

Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., gtd. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 
X 1__"-,__--r-----___1__II________________----"--r--------------- 

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 casts. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 

WEITZ&LUXENB G, , 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Attorneys for PlaintifF 

By: 

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 

SO ORDERED: OCT 1 2 'Eolt 



Plaintiff, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d. 

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. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 
Frank Ortiz N Q ~  u ' 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

+g@L- oCT 122012 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___________________________________I____------------"---------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ________1_1"________________________l_l_-------------------~--- 

GLADYS BOCHNIASZ, Individually and as : Index No. 100918/03 
Executrix for the Estate of RONALD J. 
BOCHNIASZ, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A . 0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

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. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Attorneys for Plaintiff 

,/$=-%.+J\+ f !h 1 j.' p' "%, I, ' '"Yp P 
L-%+'J- LflAVmVl' , 

By: By: 
Frank Ortiz 

rk, New York 100 18 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV 0 7  20p 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: oCT 1 2  ZlM2 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



~ ROLLAND M. ENGLE, 
: Index No. 190284/12 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 3M CO., al,, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

X 1"111_1__""111______1---1-11111-11-1--1-"--""-"--------""--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. (together, "Goodyear") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Goodyear with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Goodyear be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
r' 

- 1  - 
-t/ Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. A Bryan Belasky, Esq. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New Yoik 100 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Flo 

mE0 (212) 302-2400 (212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Plaintiff NOV 0 7 2012 AttGmeys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 



c 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - SUMMARY 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC. SPIRAX SARCO, INC., 
Individually and as successor to SARCO COMPANY, 
et al 

successor to SARCO COMPANY (hereinafter "SPIRAX SARCO"). , hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, 

SPIRAX SARCO , with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

Da6iel P. Blouin, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
$PIRAX SARCO, INC, Individually and as 

essor to Sarco Cgmpany 

White Plains, NY 10601 

Fax: 91 4-385-6060 

Church Street, Suite 21 1 
(2 12) 558-55220 

Tel: 914-385-6000 

RECEIVED 

OCT 0 32012 



. . - . . . . -- . . . . . .. . . .. . ___ .. . . 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
SS.:) 

COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER ) 

ANNA DITROIA being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

I am employed by the law firm of HODGES, WALSH & SLATER, LLP, counsel 

for Defendant in the above action and I am over the age of 18 years and 1 am not a party 

to this action. On Septembedy2012, I served a true copy of the annexed No Opposition 

Summary Judgment Motion in the following manner: by mailing same in a sealed 

envelope, with postage prepaid thereon, in a post office or official depository of the U.S. 

Postal Service within the State of New York addressed to the last known address of all 

attorneys in this action as indicated below: 

TO: Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaint iff s 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attached Service Rider List 

All parties of record in the attached Setwe List have been notified c the service 
of the No Opposition Summary Judgme on plaintiffs counsel. 

Sworn to before me this 
/Lf-&ay of September 20 12 

YELENA V, STIFEYEVA 
Notary Public, State of N8w Mrk 

No. 01 ST622S700 
Qualified in WESTCHESTER 

Commission Expires AUGUST 
G t a r y  Public 

J 



POLLACK SERVICE RIDER 

Jennifer Darger, Esq. 
Darger Errante Yavitz & Blau, LLP 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
12'h F1 
New York, NY 100 16 

Michael Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2'h Fl 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

John Fanning, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman, LLP 
44 Wall Street, 15th Fl 
New York, NY 10005 

Joseph Colao, Esq. 
Leader & Berkon, LLP 
630 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 

Lisa Pascarella, Esq. 
Forman Perry Watkins Kmtz & Tardy, LLP 
328 Newman Springs Road 
Red Bank, NJ 07701 

Wendy Kagan, Esq. 
Hoagland,Longo, Moran, Dunst & Doukas 
40 Patterson Street 
P.O. Box 480 
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 

Jill Berry, Esq. 
Schiff Hardin, LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue, 17'h F1 
New York, NY 10 103 

John Renzull, Esq. 
Renzulli Law Firm, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 

Amiel Gross, Esq. 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
1221 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10020 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSEPH LUCENT1 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 104390/0S 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

, 2012 

WEITZ & LuXEF~LED 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 3 
(212) 558-5500 

0 7  2012 

so ORDERED, 

-MARKs,Q'NEILL, O'ERIEN . - - - - - 

'& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fllda BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 -- (914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.80878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT SCOTTO, as Administrator for the Estate of 
DOMINIC SCOTTO, and JENNIE SCOTTO, Individually 

Index No. 118094/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Ma Fli, FB same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs: 

DATED: 9 4  7 NOV I fg,$OlZ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT SCOTTO, as Administrator for the Estate of 
DOMINIC SCOTTO, and JENNIE SCOTTO, Individually 

Index No. 118094/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE 

and without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

DATED: 13 un\l fi J 2@2012 
I I" 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~~~~~ ~ .. . 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHELLE KUWIK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE SCHUMACHER and CARMELLA M. 
SCH UMACHER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I 11912/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin 

prejudice and without costs. 
are hereby dismissed with 

/ 

> 

'* I 

d ~ 

r .  * i .~ 
4, / 4, " 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 70003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

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: 

MICHELLE KUWIK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE SCHUMACHER and CARMELLA M. 
SCHUMACHER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1912/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the with prejudice 
and without costs. 

DATED: \3 ,2012 
Nflq Q Y  ?N 

t '  

P "lr $--" ~ 

&-%. ."'1, 4 e., I a---+--" 

>*&J -J6- & -6 ,;/ 
7 g, ..*< 

0. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 11 788 

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: 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT C. SCHASSLER and JOYCE 
SCHASSLER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118346/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., b 

prejudice and without costs. 

hereby dismissed with 

< -  

_ I >  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILOMENA STORTINI, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH A STORTlNl and PHILOMENA 
STORTIN I , Individually 

Index No. 108921/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anq cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the Sam F l L e D s e d  with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9- II 7 2012 2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 
Index No. 105660/99 

PETER STEFANIDIS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same ar 

and without costs. 

with prejudice 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway mT/ , Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

WARD M. STANLEY and LINDA STANLEY 
Index No. 190353/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cross claims 

with prejudice against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same ar 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 , ' "  

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

auppauge, NY 11 788 

SO OR 

OCT 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADAM SPECTOR and MEREDITH SPECTOR, 
Index No. 1901 8911 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, Borg Warner Morse TEC Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, Borg Warner Morse TEC 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 Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, Borg Warner 

Morse TEC Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
successor-in-interest, Borg Warner 
Morse TEC Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

pauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

BARBARA T. SMITH, as Personal Represenatative for 
the Estate of FRANCIS J. SMITH, and BARBARA T. 
SMITH, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118280/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
I 

7% , 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 4 %  Attorneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERE 

OCT 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA T. SMITH, as Personal Represenatative for 
the Estate of FRANCIS J. SMITH, and BARBARA T. 
SMITH, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118280/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 
FILED. (' 

,2012 ---4=-- hm!l 07 2012 
r n  - 6 $+ . I -m -+ P 

{ * +  %* q"  n : A 
* + I  

I ' ,  
-3 1 c ,LII. A"' 

41, SJ -7 Cbns?*""PP 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff *\3. No riel &fa. f6la ria 
Weitz & Luxenberg *'\ Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH SIRICO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ANTHONY SIRICO, and ELIZABETH SIRICO, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 119780/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and F , L ~ v y  the same dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

erans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH SIRICO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ANTHONY SIRICO, and ELIZABETH SIRICO, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 119780/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q I \3 
I 

# "  
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BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman ti Goggin 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

terans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 3 2012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN D, TUBRIDY and MERCEDES TUBRIDY 
Index No. 1KJ205/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc 8s successor-by- 

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint agginst defendant, BorgWamer Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to 

Bog-Warner Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BorgWarnsr Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Boq- 

Warner Corporation, be and the same 

costs. 
ith prejudice and withauf 

p d  GO 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend a nl 
BorgWamer Morse TEC Inc. as 
successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 
Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Vekrans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 19 788 

0 8 wf SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO ZIMMERMAN 
Index No. 19038311 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner 

Morse TEC 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 Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner 

Morse TEC Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed F , L t p d  with pre' without 
costs. 

DATED: 9 \ \  ,2012 
,-.+ x ~ 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successor in interest BorgWarner 
Morse TEC Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

1 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 3 201t 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH SZAJZMAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 10 1698/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice wd without 

costs, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92474 
(914) 345-7301 

(NY 157210.1 } 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DAVID TOBIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 102349/0S 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, be and the same ar 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXJCNBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FJCEb hereby dismissed with preju 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92475 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 

(NY 157209.1) 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM WILCOX I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 100307/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

issed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

without 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.92476 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

{NYl57202.1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SALVATORE DEPIOLA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No, 1 13842/2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFWER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Adiencc f/k/a BMI, Inc,, improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Tnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f N a  

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEXLL, O ' B R I q  GLE?$K 
& COURTNEY, P.C. cOuN ' lvqd 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED 



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: NYCAL 
FRANK T. WEBER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 103447/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS C. DUDDLESTON 
Index No. 
120394/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 8\ r q  

Attorneys for PI 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHELLE MC ERANN, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR 

Index No. 115705/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREt defendant, BMCE Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby d i s m i s s w t h  prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

- 
,2012 nn49 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
“Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherryxlein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHELLE MC GRANN, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR 

Index No. 115705/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. n 

&to rneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

, 888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

SUZANNE HELFRICH, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
HERBEN F. HELFRICH, and SUZANNE HELFRICH, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 190241/1 I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

FILED 
DATED: q)q  ,20 

with prejudice and without costs. 

(QW w’ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitm & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, as Executrix for Estate of 
JOSEPH GANISIN and JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103796/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ;+$----- ,2 F\L€D 12 

. * .- 
"., q, Attorneys for Plaint iff $. 

'I, Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

s Memorial Highway 

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: 

JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, as Executrix for Estate of 
JOSEPH GANISIN and JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103796/04 

SUMMARY J U DG MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

.2 FILED 2 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 )\? , 

C 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 

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: 

BRUCE N. and MARY FLANIGAN 
Index No. 109937/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be 

prejudice and without costs. 
hereby dismissed with 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUSAN FAUGHEY Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS J. FAUGHEY JR. 

Index No. I 1  3504/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

SUSAN FAUGHEY Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS J. FAUGHEY JR. 

Index No. 113! 

NO OPPOSlTl 
SUMMARY JL 
MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ri 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crc 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and F , L ~ . r e b y  the s diz 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial High 

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: 

SUSAN FAUGHEY Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS J. FAUGHEY JR. 

Index No. 113504/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 \ 1 3  
NOV 0 7  2012 

- FILED ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

- 

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: 

SUSAN FAUGHEY Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS J. FAUGHEY JR. 

Index No. 113504/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

F\u and without costs. 

DATED: %/? ,2012 
..a 

-~ 

Attorn= for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

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: 

WARREN H. DEGLOPPER 
Index No. 106914/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the with prejudice 
and without costs. 

DATED: 8'1 ax 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Veterans Memorial Highway 
ppauge, NY I 1  788 

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: 

GENE KEDING 
Index No. 1 11794/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 9 )I 7 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARTHUR H. JUNI JR. and MARY JUNI, 
Index No. 19031 5-1 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED;, ec.t-e-3-cr 5 ,201 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York. NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN E. KERN 

Index No. 117868/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby F , L ~ d  dism' prejudice 
and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 

Veterans Memorial Highway 
ppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY 
Index No. 100988-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are Fwpwi t h prej ud ice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9/7 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 11 788 

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: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY 
Index No. 100988-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are with prejudice 
and without costs. 

DATED: - 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

erans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WIADIMIR KISELOVSKI arid SUSAN J. KISELOVSKI 
Index No. 1 j5520/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

=I/ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lackheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 13 

re hereby dismissed with 

-- 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

,Y6tz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

WLADlMlR KISELOVSKI and SUSAN J. KISELOVSKI 
Index No. 7 15520/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the 

and without costs. 

i s s d  with prejudice 

Attorneys far Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

8 

JC&z & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN E. KERN 

Index No. 117868/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin 

prejudice and without costs. 
e are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN E. KERN 

Index No. 117868103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 7/17 

GO 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN E. KERN 

Index No, 117868/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and 

and without costs. 
dishissed with prejudice 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN R. MITRANO SR. and THOMASINE MITRANO 
Index No. 116609/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and th 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PATRICK W. LOWDEN JR. and PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101 357/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be F,L~p and the hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 91 3 ,2012 Nol 01 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Veterans Memorial Highway 
ppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PATRICK W. LOWDEN JR. and PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101357/04 

SUMMARY J U DEM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same f m \ t d d B d  with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 !  3 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. .. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEONID M. LIBERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN 
Index No. 190057/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the s a m e r  

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

@ -4 

&%*& - 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

LEONID M. LIBERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN 
Index No. 190057/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and r~~my dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f ,201 2 ~ n v  0 7  2012 

T%3J-- k--- 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

LEONID M. LIBERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN 
Index No. 190057/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 

missed with prejudice against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same ar h 

DATED: q\y_ i 2 O l 2  NOV 07 2012 

and without costs. FILED 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY 
Index No. 100988-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 
01 2 w  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

-A I Hauppauge, N_Y 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY 
Index No. 100988-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

FILED 
prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: v ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

LIONEL J. OSSE, 
Index No. 190052/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the sa 

and without costs. 

sed with prejudice 

,2012 NOV 0 7  2012' 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshal, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

V 



, .  

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. -  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LIONEL J. OSSE, 
Index No. 190052/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

against defendant Aerco international, Inc., be and 
with prejudice and without costs. 

E 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerca International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY 11 788 

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: 

ALFRED ORIOLI, 
Index No. 190344/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are F \ \ d  i F D i t  h prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

ALFRED ORIOLI, 
Index No. 19034411 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

7 b4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadwav - 7th floor 
F 

n 

--  - 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 
m A  r 

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: 

DORIS MOON, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
ERNEST MOON, SR., and DORIS MOON, Individually 

Index No. 105887/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Shkrry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORIS MOON, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
ERNEST MOON, SR., and DORIS MOON, Individually 

Index No. 105887/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

1 .qyau$ppauge, NY 11788 

7 
I2ZQ1Z 

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: 

VINCENT D. PISONTE and DEIRDRE PISTONE 
Index No. 104645/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors in interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. Improperly named herein Borg Warner Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules § 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by 

its successors in interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. Improperly named herein Borg Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors in interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. 

Improperly named herein Borg Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: - ,20 FILED 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successors in interest BorgWarner Morse 
TEC Inc. Improperly named herein Borg 
Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

VINCENT D. PISONTE and DEIRDRE PISTONE 
Index No. 104645/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. / 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th f 1 BMCEInc. 
New York. NY 100OM 0 7 2017 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

- ..I 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LIONEL J. OSSE, 
Index No. 190052/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Kamco Suppty Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
7 

DATED: 
A 

-JW ' A  
Rftorneys for Plainti N id &a. Maria 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



, , , , .  , , , . , . .  . .  : . , . .  .. . I , ,  
. . .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LIONEL J. OSSE, 
Index No. 1,90052/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTtON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest Borg-Warner Morse Tec, 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 Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest Borg-Warner 
Morse Tec, Inc., be and the same are hereby p f @ j p j c l i c e  and without 

costs. 

**_ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
successor-in-interest Bwg-Warner 
Morse Tec, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Veterans Memorial Highway 
ppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF’NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER E. POTOCKI, 
Index No. 190032/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors in 

interest BorgWarner Morse TEC. Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors in 

interest BorgWarner Morse TEC. 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 Borg-Warner Corporation by its successors in interest BorgWarner 
I 

costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 successors in interest BorgWarner 

Morse TEC. Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

7 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT D. PISONTE and DEIRDRE PISTONE 
Index No. 104645/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
U 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor o7 2012 Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

oleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

c--- ~ , -  wyoRK , Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

HARRY P. ROBER and HELEN M. ROBER 
Index No. 101653/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 
i 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp. 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 9//7 , 

I ~, 

*,# F W  ' Attorneys for Plaintiff '"*, ' vt*~ 
Weitz & Luxenberg "+, 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

, be and th 

mlKii 
,2012 No1 

dismissed 

Norieleta. &48ria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

with 

~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY P. ROBER and HELEN M. ROBER 
Index No. 101653/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same p / c m e d  with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 113 ,201 2 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

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: 

LILLIAN REGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
REGAN and LILLIAN REGAN, Individually, 

Index No. I 1  1795/04 
113229104 
1 1 1940/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 9/13 ,20 I 2, 

ismissed with 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

8 Veterans Memorial Highway 
auppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

LILLIAN REGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
REGAN and LILLIAN REGAN, Individually, 

Index No. 11 1795104 
113229/04 
I I 1940103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4 1 13 ,2012 
I ** 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD ROGERS and KYLE ROGERS, 

I Plaintiffs, Index No.: 190047-12 

vs. 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al, 

I Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

* :*.-. . -  I . . *  . . n  4 . 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Yarts Company, incorrectly identlriea herein as cJenulllG 

Parts Company trading as NAPA Auto Parts (hereinafter “Genuine Parts Company”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Buffalo, New Y k 
September a f 2 0 1 2  

DAMON MOREY LLP 

1 - I I  . wis Ronianelli Peter 5;. Marlette 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Genuine Parts Compan 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant . 

The Avant Building, SF!~&D 
200 Delaware Avenue 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

* L _  
- 3 . .  

:rry Klein-tler, J.S.C. 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOYCE SCHASSLER, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT C. SCHASSLER and JOYCE 
SC HASS LER, Individually 

Index No. 118346/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby di 

and without costs. 

ice 

I 

NOV 0 7  2012 DATED: 9 ,/! 3 ,201 2 

Attorneys f%i%tiff b’w * ‘ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheyry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 117445103 

JAMES SANTACROCE SR. and BEVERLY 
SANTACROCE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. I 

DATED: , 913 
b ' "T  

~ 

S Y  *fr 
'I*% ib 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg hl 

,2012 FILED 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: al 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

13 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 117445/03 

JAMES SANTACROCE SR. and BEVERLY 
SANTACROCE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES SALERNO and SUSAN SALERNO 
Index No. 116466/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

lsreiudice and without costs. 
I ,  

DATED: 915- ,2012 FILED 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT -d 22012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES SALERNO and SUSAN SALERNO 
Index No. 116466/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
I 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 122012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY DONALD SADLER & MARTHA CAROLYN 
Index No. I 11938/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 7/,,-3 ,201 2 
FILED 

N O V  0 7  2012 

COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Nori 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

HARRY DONALD SADLER & MARTHA CAROLYN 
Index No. 11 1938103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendanjs, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby mcg E u d i c e  

and without costs. 

DATED: I 3  ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN RUFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporatia 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1905 16/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in tk 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Falk 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, Falk Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

c 
Jamie B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Falk Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 
New York, NY 10036 NOV 0 7  ?nl? 

CWrnCLERWOiFICE 
N E W Y M K  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

0875-92 

OCT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 190516/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN RUFF, 
I 

Plaintiffs, 

.against- 

I 
A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

I (212) 509-3456 12) 681-1, 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ZURN INDUSTRIES LLC, improperly plead as ZURN 

INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, ZURN 

INDUSTRIES LLC, improperly plead as 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, improperly plead as ZURN INDUSTRIES, INC., be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries LLC 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 
New York. NY 10036 

575 

0535-1112 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

WALTER E. POTOCKI, 
Index No,: 190032/12 

I 

Plainti ff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules FJ 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New-Ydk, Nqh Yark 

- -. -. . . . . 

K e r r y a n n m k ,  Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Walter E. Potocki 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, 

I 1235-23806 

(NO 168689-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 190032/12 

WALTER E. POTOCKI, I 

Plainti ff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same a 

without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Walter E. Potocki 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
0c-i- i A  5 20f2 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-24135 
(N0168689-I } 

i 

... . 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF’NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment in ~ 

IN RE: NEW Y0R.K COUNTY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J*) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I Index No.: 190032/12 

WALTER E. POTOCKI, I 
I 

~ 

complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

I NO OPPOSITION Plaintiff(s), I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-. A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et ai., 

Defendant(s). I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are 

without costs. 

prejudice and 

Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Walter E, Potocki 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 68689-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF'NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

; Index No.: 190032/12 
I 

I 
I 

WALTER E. POTOCKI, I 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
t 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS W., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-. 

MCGIVNEY & KEUEER, P.C. 

P 
Laura Beth Hollman, Esq. 

\ Attorneys for Defendants 
Atwood & Morrill Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter E. Potocki 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

0963-993 

(NO 168689-1 } o m  0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS NYCAL 
x 

LITIGATION Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
X 

IVO J. PERAICA and MILICA PEIRAICA, Index No. 190339/11 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS et al. 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Aurora Pump 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 Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9-2 I -  2 9 1 7  

4! 

c 
BenjamidDarche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'A'fE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID DAVIDSON 

Index No. 127888/02 
102362103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

'% 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New Yor , New York ?.A ,2012 
Dated: 

n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys, for Plaintiff 
David Davidson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 8 7  2012 
MALABY & BRADLE!,%L 
Attorneys for Defen CLERK'S 9FFtCE 
Morse Diesel, Inc. NEW y<'baK' 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE ST’A’I’E OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. -1.  .. . . . 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LTTIGA‘I’ION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
.. 

Index No. 114562/02 

ROBERT A. BAIOCCO SR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F . 0  . < h d  h u d l  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiiff‘ 
Robert A.  Baiocco Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY L 
Attorneys for D e f e n d m t F  KED 
Morse Diesel, Inc., 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003QcJV 0 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS I,ITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1. 

Index No. 108898103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JAMES W. CALLINAN and JO ANNE CALLINAN 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
*h 19 ,2012 

Kta,<osario Chetta. Esa. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
AttorneyLs*for Plaintifs 
James W. Cullinan and Jo Anne Cullinun 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

'MALABY & B&F~~,LD \ 
Attorneysfiir Defen 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 i$Jy807 2QQ 

coum CL€RW -E 
(212) 791-0285 

NEW YQRK 

Dated:: 



SUPREME COUKI’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 -  

IN RE NEW YORK ClTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITTGA‘IION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 123970102 

DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

____ ,h - 

WHEREFORE, Dcfendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre-judice and without 

costs. 

Datcd: New York, New York 
9 / 1 2  ,2012 

Attorneys,fOr Plaintqf 
Damiano Quallrocchi 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALAHY & BRADL 
Attorneys+for Defendan 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 0OMv 0 7 2012 

9 1-0285 
col~wf CLERKS OFFICE 

NFW y r > w  

Dated: o c ~  SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME c0uR-r OF THE STATE OF NEW YON 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

._ 

Index No.:lO THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR. 

602- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

,I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de€endants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4, 2012 

- .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gerald H. Caughell, Si-. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 0 7 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

f 
7n Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon ULI W Q Z  



SUPREME COlJKT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 
IN RE NEW YORK C'I'T'Y NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Iieitlcr, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RE1,ATES 'T'O: 

Harold G. Strader 

-<I 

Index Nos.: 106964/02 
112121/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 11 e 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys. for Plainttfls) 
Harold G. Struder 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & B a D L  
Attorneys jbr Dejendunt 
Morse Diesel, IHC. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New Y o r m w  cERm 

NOV 0 1  2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 NEWYrnK 
OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'> 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos.: 1 1 1642-03 
1 10245-04 

Jerry 0. Thompson NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Irk. New York 

~ 

P h h  Al&ado, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. 0 7  ?Of? 
rrl 

-=!LED 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintifls) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for D e f i n W m  C L E W  orr- 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Jerry 0. Thompson Morse Diesel, Inc. W Y Q R Y  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1 %  

Index No. 107326/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ANTHONY J. GUIDA and SUSAN L. GUIDA 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
b- 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
&&4 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff(s) 
Anthony J.  Guida and Susan L. Guida 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I ' FILED 

-.. - -  

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAMUEL WILLIAMS 

Index No. 103409-06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismipsed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
1 FILED 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff(s) 
Samuel Williams 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

‘x’’s Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILOMENA STORTINI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH A. STORTINI and 
PHILOMENA STORTINI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108921/04, 

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 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. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

r - - -  z&i 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stortini, Joseph A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 5500 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-26869 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILOMENA STORTINI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH A. STORTINI and 
PHILOMENA STORTINI, Individually, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10892 1 /04, 
j 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. \ 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 dis FicEfje and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Treadwell Corporation Stortini, Joseph A. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 

1235-20262 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILOMENA STORTINI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH A. STORTINI and 
PHILOMENA STORTINI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 108921/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e w q / s y f v  York 
,2012 

FILED 
NOV 07  2012 

- - +  CQUW! I f i ' r ' ,  F 

_ -  .."_ ' (  2zzz 7 .  &- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stortini, Joseph A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20768 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LIIIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'IO: 

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal 
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, 
and ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tl er, J.) 

Index No.: 106352/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 

Jarnib$. Cooper:Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rich, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ON Q 52012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8563 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY C. POPPLE, 111, as Administrator for 
the Estate of ANTHONY C. POPPLE, SR., 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 1.) 

i Index No.: I 15409/05, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITlON 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S; 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Popple, Anthony C. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

0 5 2012 

2571-1543 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY C. POPPLE, 111, as Administrator for 
the Estate of ANTHONY C .  POPPLE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 15409/05, 

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, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\ 1 NOV 0 7  2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Popple, Anthony C. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
/ 

SO ORDERED, /+* 

2383-27326 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY C. POPPLE, 111, as Administrator for 
the Estate of ANTHONY C. POPPLE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 5409/05, 

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. 

,2012 

NnV 0 7  7Pl? 

'-w CI -wP 
1 

brr 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Popple, Anthony C. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235401 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 15409/05, 

ANTHONY C. POPPLE, 111, as Administrator for ! 
the Estate of ANTHONY C. POPPLE, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 FILED 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Popple, Anthony C. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I 122-720 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY C. POPPLE, 111, as Administrator for 
the Estate of ANTHONY C. POPPLE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15409/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 

FILED 
COUMY CI r- ’ 

P ’- 
/3 

J a r n i u .  Cooper>Esq.’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Popple, Anthony C. Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & hJXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

OCT 0 5 ZOl% 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8690 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 117498/05, 

JENNIFER BOTIMER as the Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK PODSIADLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

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 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 

FILED costs. 

Dated: Newhidrk. New York 

COUN'W CLERK'S OfFtCE7m 
NEW YnsX 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco Inc. Podsiadlo, Frank 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2571 -1542 



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: 

JENNIFER BOTIMER as the Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK PODSIADLO, 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 1 17498/05, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 (j 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  Podsiadlo, Frank 
MCGWNEY & 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 

(21 2) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27345 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 108706/05, 

MAXINE D. ROMANO, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of FRED C. ROMANO, and MAXINE 
D. ROMANO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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. 
I FILED 

Dated: New Y r , N w York ?,k) ,2012 NQV 0 7  2012 
$% 

c' "%.> rrl COtNlV CLERK'S ~ E , x r . , , N ~ ~ I  $ : "') f<"* - J** 

Jamid$. Cooper,!Esq. ' u;;b""i 

blmji YORK ? h ,9 #,& , ~ !4 - * * v 4  'opt Ulrrn"oT 
/-ii 

I 
tL -' 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs w 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Romano, Fred C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

3 2 4 - 8 5 7 5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ADOLFO RISCHBIETER and NORMA 
RISCHBIETER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116785/05, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New o , N e  York ~+vj l~~~~ F E D  
/f 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco Inc. Rischbieter, Adolfo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

2571-1545 



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: 

ADOLFO RISCHBIETER and NORMA 
RISCHBIETER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16785/05, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 1 

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 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 

FILED without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk,N WYork 

&!-? 2012 NOV 0 7  Dl2 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Rischbieter, Adolfo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEI-~Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-21349 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Hejtler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 16785/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ADOLFO RISCHBIETER and NORMA 
RISCHBIETER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Rischbieter, Adolfo 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, CjCT 0 5 2012 

1235-461 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116785/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ADOLFO RISCHBIETER and NORMA 
RISCHBIETER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

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 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ri sc hbikter, Adolfo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
- 

OCT 0 5 2012 

1 122-962 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘To: 
ADOLFO RISCHBIETER and NORMA 
RTSCHBIETER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 1167SY05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard lndustrial 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. 

Dated: New 

NOV 07  2flj2 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rischbieter, Adolfo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

324-8676 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARMINE SIANO and THERESA SIANO, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

lndex No.: 100333/06, 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

beina nn nnnnsitinn thewtn 

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: N e q T r k ,  7 , w  York 
Q5 ,*012 NQV 07  lflj? 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Siano, Carmine 
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 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
QCT 0 5 2012 

1235467 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100333/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARMINE SIANO and THERESA SIANO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. --I 

Dated: N e q t s q  York F\L Q 
,2012 

Attorney or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
siano, Carmine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-968 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARMINE SIANO and THERESA SIANO, 

- 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100333/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF 1 H E  STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 
_d 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Siano, Carmine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 0 52812 SO ORDERED, 

324-8661 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108706/05, 

MAXINE D. ROMANO, as Personal Representative ! 
for the Estate of FRED C. ROMANO, and MAXINE j 
D. ROMANO, Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTlON AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. 

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 NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Romano, Fred C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2571-1546 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAXINE D. ROMANO, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of FRED C. ROMANO, and MAXINE 
D. ROMANO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10&706/05, 

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 defcndant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 w York 

’ 2oEbUNlY CLERICS QmcL 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Romano, Fred C. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108706/05, 

MAXINE D. ROMANO, as Personal Representative j 
for the Estate of FRED C. ROMANO, and MAXINE j 
D. ROMANO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corpor 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Romano, Fred C. 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED OCT 0 5 2012 

1235-140 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108706/05, 

MAXINE D. ROMANO, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of FRED C. ROMANO, and MAXINE j 
D. ROMANO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, [ MOTlON AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., 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 

FIL€D without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, ew York 
.*' ,2012 NOV 0 7  201 

CLERrn 0 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Romano, Fred C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-835 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 101377/05, 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, 

Plain tiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 
* 

FILED prejudice and without costs, I 
Dated: Ne"pT%;rk$l<\ :;mi ! 

NOV 07  7"'' 

C O U ~  GERKS 

.1. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mirisoloff, Michael G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

.. 

OCT 0 5 201? SO ORDERED, 

324-8323 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
‘THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

; Index No.: 102288/06, 
! 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 § 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. 

Dated: N e q F 5 T  York 
,2012 NOV 07 2Mz 

h - ,  , 

%* ?\ 

\4 Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Metz, Thomas J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT Q 5 2012 
324-8642 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 101 698/05, 

NINA SZPAJZMAN, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH SZPAJZMAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

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, 

Dated: N q y o ,  T w  York \LED 
3 ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Szpajman, Joseph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 52012 

2383-27159 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LI'HGATTON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NINA SZPAJZMAN, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH SZPAJZMAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs , 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101698/05, 

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: Ne Y rk, N w York 
* m  F\@ 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs * *  f 

Treadwell Corporation Szpajman, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 
123S-lY9U1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101698/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NINA SZPAJZMAN, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH SZPAJZMAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with pre.judice 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 e q F q w  York 
, 2012 

Kerryan&&+If sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 n 

, ->-$+%.. 7 
i , 

i" *I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Szpajzman, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

w e i n  Heitler 
o m  Q 5 2012 

I 122-68s 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 101698/05, 

NINA SZPAJZMAN, as Proposed Executrix for j 
the Estate of JOSEPH SZPAJZMAN, Individually, i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUnGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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. 

J a m i h .  Cooper: Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Szpajzman, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

324-831 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN STASKO, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

De fendan t s . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110637/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stasko, John 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

N-T 0 52012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8518 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 5801/05, 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LOUIS H. SIVERS, and JANE A. SIVERS, 
Individually, ~ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sivers, Louis H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8688 



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 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE SIMINI, 
j Index No.: 11 7706/05, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

I I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Simini, Anthony J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

r 
SO ORDERED, A OCT 0 5 2012 ._.. 

Hon. 

2571-1548 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitla-, J.) 

j Index No.: 117706/05, 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE STMINI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, ‘I‘ishman 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: Ne rk,N w w7 York 
2012 FILED 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Simini, Anthony J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

2383-27350 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 7706/05, 

ASBESTOS LI'TIGA'IION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE STMINI, 

Plain tiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

#3 
' 5.) -1-7 &,emn. 

~ \ \  

'L 
'$1 * 

E Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Simini, Anthony J. 
MCGNNEY & 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 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-470 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK cowry ! NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: I 17706/05, 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY 3 .  SIMINI and ANNETTE SIMINI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Simini, Anthony J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERE 

1122-974 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE SIMINI, 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 17706/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Simini, Anthony J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-8664 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARMINE SIANO and THERESA SIANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100333/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 

costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: Ne 

-. M cam OFFICE 
3 ..d q+,- 
.. 

4>, I J; ', 
, -*;z.. - >. \ \  

*I*> by 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
flOakfabco Inc. Siano, Carmine 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 

2571 - I547 



I 
. .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS L I TI GAT1 ON 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100333/06, 

CARMINE SIANO and THERESA SIANO, 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 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 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NOV Q m  ?b1? Dated: New Y rk, w York 4 p q  ,2012' 

Nicole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Siano, Carmine 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 
OCT 0 5 2012 

2383-21364 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 5712/05, 

RICHARD J. MUELLER, BARBARA J. 
MULLER and RICHARD W. HOGAN as the Co- i 
Executors for the Estate of ELMER F. MULLER 
and DORIS MULLER, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sa 

without costs. 

kyi,l * ?A+- 

,& <,&/X 1 .‘.,i’J 

1: 

*S 

A$ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muller, Elmer F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

I I22-YS3 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 115712/05, 

RICHARD J. MUELLER, BARBARA J. 
MULLER and RICHARD W. HOGAN as the Co- j 
Executors for the Estate of ELMER F. MULLER 
and DORIS MULLER, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

Dated: Ne 
N ~ V  07  

'"+ yl 

*+a, 
. Cooper, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muller, Elmer F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 003 
(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

324-8682 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 115287/05, 

MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the j 
Estate of HELEN MOSS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION ANI) ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary udgment 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. 

7 2012 
NOV 07 11’7 

’ coum 
N 

Moss, Helen 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of HELEN MOSS, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15287/05. 

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 $ 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. 

6 - v )  * -,& 
I >"A& 

%<f 

8.' A, %*&/ P' - _  ,,d'+~ 

-**, Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Moss, Helen 
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 

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 0 5 2012 
2383-27331 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of HELEN MOSS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15287/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne rk N w York 
20 12 qT,%] MnV 07 2017 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Moss, Helen 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT Q 5 2012 

1235-425 



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 15287/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of HELEN MOSS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plain tiffs , 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 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. 

Dated: Ne 

Attorn ey E r  Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Moss, Helen 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

1122-925 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
couNn OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 115287/05, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of HELEN MOSS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

FILED prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w f i r r 5 7  York 
,2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

2. Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Moss, Helen 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8697 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102562/06, 

CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, as Executrix for the ! 
Estate of NELSON E. NEWCOMB, and 
CAROLINE A. NEWCOMB, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER P 1 ai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (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 

costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

NOV 01 812 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Newcomb, Nelson E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1537 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102879/05, 

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of EDWIN 
MURRAY, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER PI ainti ffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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., dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

tl,, -. 
": 'zb ;: 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Murray, Edwin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2571-1536 



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.: 102879/05, 

j 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of EDWIN MURRAY, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Neq:fd$$ York FILED 
,20112 

NOV 07  m2 ' I  

c - -  

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Murray, Edwin 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERE 

oc*r o 5 2012 
2383-27 173 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102879/05, 

j 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of EDWIN MURRAY, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

FILED I without costs. 

Mn\l 0 7  2012 
I 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 

Treadwell Corporation Murray, Edwin 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York. New York 10003 

*-t Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %, j 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

123513765 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of EDWlN MURRAY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102879/05, 

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 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Murray, Edwin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-714 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of EDWIN MURRAY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102879/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

: FILED prejudice and without costs. 

I I NQV 0 7 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Murray, Edwin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. MUELLER, BARBARA J. 
MULLER and RICHARD W. HOGAN as the Co- 
Executors for the Estate of ELMER F. MULLER 
and DORIS MULLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 157 12/05, 

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 fj 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., hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

NOV 07 2M2 Dated: Ne 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muller, Elmer F. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A .  

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

h n F  A 5 2012 

2383-27340 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1571 2/05, 

RICHARD J. MUELLER, BARBARA J. 
MULLER and RICHARD W. HOGAN as the Co- j 
Executors for the Estate of ELMER F. MULLER 
and DORIS MULLER, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

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, b 

without costs. 

e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: N ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  N"V 07  2012 

p,:,: k * 
..,\ 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Muller, Elmer F. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-356 



. -  c 

I 

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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106354/05, 

WILLIAM C. PALMER as Executor for the Estate \ 
of ANITA A. PALMER, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 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 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

’ Oakfabco Inc. Palmer, Anita A, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 

2571-1539 



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: 

WILLIAM C. PALMER as Executor for the Estate \ 
of ANITA A. PALMER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (llcitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106354/05, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 Liquidatiig Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Palmer, Anita A. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

CT 0 52012 SO ORDERED, 

2383-27222 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 3 . )  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106354/05, 

WILLIAM C. PALMER as Executor for the Estate ! 
of ANITA A. PALMER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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, hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 - 

-- " 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Palmer, Anita A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT 0 5 2012 

1235-21937 



SUPREME couw- OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LI‘I’IGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

! (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 106354/05, 
WILLIAM C. PALMER as Executor for the Estate ! 
of ANITA A. PALMER, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Palmer,Anita A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

and 

- 

OCT 0 52012 SO ORDERED, 

1122-117 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM C. PALMER as Executor for the Estate 
of ANITA A. PALMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106354/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTJON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

NQV 07 nQ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & I h U C E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Palmer, Anita A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-8540 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGAT'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE MARY O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT O'BRIEN, and JOANNE 
MARY O'BRIEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104300/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
O'Brien, Robert 
WEirz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12 j 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-- 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

2571-1538 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK comm / NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104300/05, 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE MARY O'RRIEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT O'BRIEN, and JOANNE 
MARY O'BRTEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

c ; O u H n ~ K S O  
W Y O R K  

, --y,<: 

<%*Ltb 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 43 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. O'Brien, Robert 
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 

QCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE MARY O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT O'BRIEN, and JOANNE 
MARY O'BRIEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104300/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, b 

without costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NOV 0 7  2012 
) 2012 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation OBrien, Robert 
MCGIVNEW & 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 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

1235-181 05 



.- 

I Kerry a$ 
Attorney 

SUPREME COURT OF TTlE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, 3 . )  

j Index No.: 104300/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE MARY O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT O'BRIEN, and JOANNE 
MARY O'BRIEN, Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND OFtDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. ! 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FILED without costs. 

NUV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
12 12) 509-3456 

O'Brien, Robert 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

1 1  22-734 



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 A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 
I 
I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANNE MARY O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT O'BRIEN, and JOANNE 
MARY O'BRIEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 104300/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

pre.judice 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

bYork  Hqv 0 7  20,2 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
OBrien, Robert 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I -against- 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK KOONE, SR., and INES KOONE, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSlTlON 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104954/06, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 

I dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 1 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. I 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same arc hereby dismissed I 

prejudice and without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

T ."? ,I 

B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Koone, Frank Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

OCT 0 
SO ORDERED, 

324 



SUPREME COURT OF ‘THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105592/05, 

FRANK L. KOCKLER, Individually and Personal ! 
Representative for the Estate of GENEVIEVE 
KOCKLER, / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kockler, Genevieve 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

324-8409 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOIN 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY D. KING, LINDA BALLARD And 
TIMOTHY KING, as Co-Administrators for the 
Estate of MATTHEW KING, AND DOTTIE 
KING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(FIeitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107012/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
King, Matthew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, T 0 5 2012 

324-8565 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

' A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114153/05, 

WILLIAM CLARENCE KENNEDY, as Proposed ! 
Administrator for the Estate of CLARENCE 
JOHNSON, j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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 

FlLED prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e y f h N q ,  9;;; 
NOV 0 7 2012 

-cLER)cS 
W Y O P U  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Johnson, Clarence 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

x 
(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8539 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1262/05, 

CAROL A. HALLENBECK, as the Proposed Executrix ! 
for the Estate of DONALD S. HALLENBECK and 
CAROL A. HALLENBECK, Individually, i NO OPPOSiTiON 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

NflV 07 20p 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Hallenbeck, Donald S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

d the same are hereby dismissed with WEED defendant, Safeguard Industrial Eq 

prejudice and without costs. 

NflV 07 20p Dated: NewJ$rk _Nap York 

- .-y. 

J a m i u .  Cooper>Esq.‘ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hallenbeck, Donald S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
~ 

10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hen.% 

OCT 0 52012 

324-8504 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIELA DISKIN, as Special Administratrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT GRAD, 

j Index No.: 104392/05, 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 

Dated: Newqbi$;r, ;;;; FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 

COUNTY CERKS 
NEW YOR 

n 
J a r n i h .  Coopert Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Grad, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 52012 SO ORDERED, 

324-8404 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 117266/05, 

i ; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘IIIIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. 
PETELEY, Individually and SUSAN M. 
PETEI,EY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY E. PETELEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. 

and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peteley, Joseph L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 

OCT 0 52012 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8675 



WHEREFORE, defendant THE M. W. KELLOGG COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-captioned case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant THE M.W. KELLOGG 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

IT IS SO ORDERED that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant 'THE M.W. KELLOGG COMPANY are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Condon & FGrsyth LLP 
7 Times Square - ISth floor 
New York, New York 10036 

CLERm omcE (2 12) 490-9 100 

760 Brondway 
New York, NY 10003 0 7 2012 

NEW YQRK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
LUIS ACEVEDO 

Attorneys for Defendant 
THE M.W.W KELLOGG COMPANY 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN 
MECKLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102561 /06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 Dated: Neqyk5T; York 

,2012 

Wrn CLERKS - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Meckler, Morton 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

M c G i w w  & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5Z(H2 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102561/06, 

j 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN 
MECKLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\ 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Meckler, Morton 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

1235-559 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102561/06, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN 
MECKLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 & Comfiany, 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Meckler, Morton 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1051 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN 
MECKLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Eleitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102561/06, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

d Cam the same are herebv dismissed defendant, Safeguard Industrial Eq 

Dreiudice and without costs. 

NQV 07 ?fl1? 
I . ,  

Dated: N e u  Yolk, Wew York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Meckler, Morton 
WEIE & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A 

with 

Hon. si 

324-8633 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT' REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 15842/05, 

PATRICK J. MCCLOSKEY, as Administrator for i 
the Estate of JOHN MCCLOSKEY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 01. j 

Defendants. j 

1 WHEREFOKE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 
I 

I summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

I 

I 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. 

I 
I 1 

NOV 07 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McCloskey, John 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 
. 

0 5 2012 
324-8681 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107940/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LORPER and GLORIA LORPER, 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 0 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 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorper, Robert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

~. 

SO ORDERE 
OCT 0 5201z 

324-8487 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STELLA B. KOWALSKI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN KOWALSKI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1091 19/05, 

i NO OPYOSlTION 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 6 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defcndant, 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 Equip 

prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: N e w q y - , T ,  'I,";: 

\ m"N2%g~~~v/ 5." *% fp ~ 

c 
6 b,,s )L f #PI ,? - '- \.%+I k f l F  

J a m i u .  Cooper:Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kowalski, J o h  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/? (212) 509-3456 I d  . (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, o c i  0 52012 

324-8561 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1701/05, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

LISA SCOFIELD and SARAH KAPLAN, Co- 
Administratrices for the Estate of MARGARET 
ARRIS ON, / NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 $ 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 Corporat/on, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 1 

I i FILED 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Arrison, Margaret 

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 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 52012 SO ORDERED, 

1235-259 



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: 

LISA SCOFIELD and SARAH KAPLAN, Co- 
Administratrices for the Estate of MARGARET 
ARRl S ON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1701/05, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

magainst- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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, are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne 
NOV 07  2012 

C i E m  
m t w ~  

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ w , ~ ~ ~  a 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Arrison, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

1122-860 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1701/05, 
! 
i 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LISA SCOFIELD and SARAH KAPLAN, Co- 
Administratrices for the Estate of MARGARET 
ARRISON , i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 

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 thc same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. FILED 
NQV 01 2012 

Dated: New r Ne York * ,2012 

f/ I 

Jamie Cooper, ksq. ‘ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Artison, Margaret 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8508 



SUPREME COUK'I OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA C. ANTINO, Administratrix for the 
Estate of BASIL ANTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109121/05, 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are herebv dgrnissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 

4 * 
a 

FILED s/7::;: NOV 0 'a 20,2 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Antino, Basil 

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 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT Q 5 2012 
2571 -1 504 



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,: 109121/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA C. ANTINO, Administratrix for the 
Estate of BASIL ANTINO, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
P1 aintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. I 

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 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

I 

m (" e', 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
TishmL Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Antino, Basil 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 500 

OCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

I 2383-27257 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA C. ANTINO, Administratrix for the 
Estate of BASIL ANTINO, 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 109121/05, 
i 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 15 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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Antino, Basil 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S berry/ Klein fleitler 

1235-15 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA C. ANTINO, Administratrix for the 
Estate of BASIL ANTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109121/05, 

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 § 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 

FILED 
without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Antino, Basil 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 0 5 2012 

1122-842 



SIJPREME 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.: I09121/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETI'A C. ANTINO, Administratrix for the 
Estate of BASIL ANTINO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

Dated: Newq/rk$f, York 
2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Antino, Basil 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

OCT 0 52012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8560 



b -" - . .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ALPHONSO A. BERLINGIERI 
and MARY ANN BERLINGIERI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102348/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

Dated: Ne 
I ElnV 0 7  2012 

J a m i h .  Cooperr Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney €or Plaintiffs 
Berlingieri, Alphonso A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT Q 5 2012 

324-8392 



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, .I.) 

i Index No.: 101913/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD H. BARR, 11, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DONALD H. 
BARR, and DONNA B. BARR, Individually, ~ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arid cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

0 7 2012 Dated: N e w q c ! r 3 { ~  York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Barr, Donald H. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

QCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8380 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1701/05, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

LISA SCOFIELD and SARAH KAPLAN, CO- 
Administratrices for the Estate of MARGARET 
ARRISON, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. FILED 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Arrison, Margaret 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

2571- I505 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LISA SCOFIELD and SARAH KAPLAN, CO- 
Administratrices for the Estate of MARGARET 
ARRISON, 

P1 ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1701/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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 
4 

FILED 
without costs. 

NOV 0 7  2012 

COUNTY CLEW3 0 
NEW YORK 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Arrison, Margaret 
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 (21 2) 558-5500 

QCT 0 5 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2383-27282 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIA DI MARIA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PHILLIP DI MARIA, and MARIE DI MARIA, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. : 
Defendants. : 

Index No.: 112009/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

FILED prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk,Ne York 
q b 5 \ 2 0 1 2  NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Di Maria, Phillip 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

fJC7 0 5 2012 
SO OKDERED, 

324-8480 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 104859/05, 

MAUREEN M. CLIFFORD and GARY S. 
CLIFFORD, Co-Executors for the Estate of JOHN j 
THOMAS CLIFFORD, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

Fr I prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford, John Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8397 
OCT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GRACE CHAMIDES, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH CI-IAMIDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105596/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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 

FILED prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e q P ( q 7 , Y o r k  
2012 NOV 0 7  2012 

COUNTY CLERrn OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chamides, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 52012 
324-8542 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD and 
DOLORES BRESCHARD, Individually, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100564/06, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

,2012 
FILED 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Breschard, Robert Joseph 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2012 

324-8650 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C. MARILYN MURPHY, Executrix for the Estate 
of FREDA MARIE BRASTED, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107470/05, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

defkndant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne 

0 7 2012 ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brasted, Freda Marie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
> ,  

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 5 2018 

324-8525 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET JANICE BRAUN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JENS A. FREDEREKSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103408/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 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 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. 

Dated: New k,Ne York 

i 

FtLED (q?fi!, 2012 
NOV 0 7  2012 

? coum CLERKS 

J a r n i h .  Cooper: Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Fredereksen, Jens A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCT 8 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8668 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102346/05, 

BETTIE E. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH FRANCIS FITZGERALD, and i 
BETTTE E. FITZGERALD, Individually, \ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 6 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 lndustrial 

prejudice and without costs. 

and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: Ne Y r N NflV 0 7  2012 

COLNT'f CERtCS OFFjCE 
q \&q,Z 

f /  
J a m i h ,  Coaper:Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fitzgerald, Joseph Francis 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

0003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

:T 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8390 



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: 

FRANCES FAMXGHETTI, Individually and 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
FAMIGHETTI, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102945/06, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New o k N w York NOv 0 7  2072 Ei \Ad .2012 

Attorney for Defendi t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Famighetti, Michael 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 
324-8634 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY j NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, .I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105245/06, 

ANNE MARIE DORIA, as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of CHARLES DORIA, and ANNE MARIE i 
DORIA, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 5 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 Indbstrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with - 

prejudice and without costs. : FILED 
NOV 0 7  Ml:! 

' \  

c o u ~  WFIC 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Doria, Charles 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT 0 5 2012 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3 2 4 - 8 7 0 3 



- ~  ME COURT OF THE STAlE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler. J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 109799/05, 

i 
\ NO OPPOSlTION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

JEREMIAH MCMAHON and MARGARET 
MCMAHON as Co-Administrators for the Estate 
of MARGARET DONOVAN, 

I A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

f L Y  
JamikB. Coope!) Es$ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Donovan, Margaret 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

324-8485 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NUNZIO DONATO, As Administrator for the 
Estate of SARAH DONATO and NLJNZIO 
DONATO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105595/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donato, Sarah 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWICK, KI 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7’01 WT5EYS MIIl Ra 
SUTE 202 
HAMMmN’IoN, NJ 

PO BOX 4ao 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

7 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

LEO PALMER 

against 

INDEX NO.: 03-100904 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
-s”iPs’//,2D/a 

W h b Y  R. KAaN,  
HOAGLAND, LONG WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG,P.C. 
DUNST & DOUWS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Leo Palmer 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Streef - PO 
New Brunswick, New Je 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 0 52012 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSVVCK, NJ 

SOUTH RRSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON I This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 11626 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED~~-~U-ILN~W York, New York 

JEMCA M U L ~ R Y ,  ESQ. 0 E VAZQUEZ, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN LUXENBERG, P.C. 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(oh le r Co. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jer 

MT\V 07 3n17 
i0 ORDERED: 

OCT 0 5 2012 



HOAOLAND, LON03 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEbV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMONTON. NJ 

701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

SARAH BUGLIONE, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF NEIL BUGLIONE AND SARAH SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
BUGLIONE, INDIVIDUALLY, MOTION AND ORDER 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11623 

NO OPPOSITION 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff5 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

iefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

)ATED:%-ENew York, New York 

0 Paterson Street - PO Box 4 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 



1 

HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSVLICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

SUTE 202 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE LEBROCQ AND MARIE LEBROCQ 

against 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO,, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 10571 9/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Line A Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment ir 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin{ 

olaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Line A Corporation, with prejudice, and there being nc 

Dpposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

slefendant, Line A Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice anc 

New York, New York FILED Nithout costs. 

DATED: 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN ILENTZ, GOLDMAN 8 SPITZER 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Utorneys for Defendant, 
i ne  A Corporation 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Lawrence LeBrocq and Marie LeBrocq 
110 William St., 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

io ORDERED: 

Oc7" 0 5 2012 



HOAQLAND. LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
MI WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

MORAN, WNST a 

pa BOX 480 

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 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 18723 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 

MITCHELL W. ENDICK AND JANIE S. PAGANO, 

LOUIS ENDICK 
AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 

(ohle r Co. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Mitchell W. Endick, and Janie S. Pagano, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of Louis Endick 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lttorneys for Defendant, / 

Y-- 

50 ORDERED: 

. .. ... . -. .. . . . -. 



HOACLAND, LON00 
MORN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERRSEV 
40 PATWSON ST 

NRhr BRUNSWICK, hU 

SOUTH SRSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MLL RD 
SUTE 372 
HAMMONTON, W 

PO BOX rao 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BETH NEEDEL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRSENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF ELIAS 
GAFFEN AND DOROTHY GAFFEN, AND 
DOROTHY GAFFEN, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11592 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

tbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff I 

: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 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

BATED: New York. I% 

OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
1 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

UNST & DOUKAS, LLP ' Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)( 
Beth Needel, as Personal Represntative for thl 
Estate of Elias Gaffen, and Dorothy Gaffen an1 
Dorothy Gaffen, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lea03 

3 ORDERED: 

- -  - _  - 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DWST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 45U 
NM, BRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 

SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

7m WLTSEY’S MILL RD 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11 590 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GEORGE GDOWSKI 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 1 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-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 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

IATED: New York, New York 
Yq. / p / 4  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
kttorneys for Piaintiff(s), 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

bP - George Gdowski 

UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
1 Paterson Street - PO Box 
ew Brunswick, New Jersev 089doV 480 07 

3 ORDERED: 2 
SHE 

OCT 0 5 2012 
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HORQLAND. LONG0 
MORAFI, OUNST 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBR!JNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEV’S MILL RD 
SUTE iU2 
HAMMONTON, hw 

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 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1962-03 

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 codefendants, 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 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO  Paterson Street - PO Box 
\Iew Brunswick, New Jersey 089 

$0 ORDERED: 

oc7 0 52012 



* $  

4 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOLKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
K4MMONfON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-127400 

CYNTHIA SELF, AS SPECIAL ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF BILLIE W. SELF, AND 
CYNTHIA SELF, INDIVIDUALLY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New York, New York 

UNST & DOUKAS, L 
Jtorneys for Defendant, Noq 01 
lohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jer+& ~ r p K  

Cynthia Self, as Special Administratrix for the 
state of Billie W. Self and Cynthia Self, 

ndividually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

@e ' 
w ' 

0 ORDERED: 



6 

HOAGLAND. LONM) 
MORN,  WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

FIDRTH JERSEY 
40 PAPERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S YlLL 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: 

JEAN DE PONTO, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF HENRY MULLER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 17870 

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' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED: New York, New York r 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Jean DePonto, as Administratrix for the 

IO Paterson Street - PO Box 48q@/ 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Estate 

;O ORDERED: 

OCT Q 5 2012 



HOAQLAND, L O N 0 0  
MORAN, DWST 8 
W A S ,  LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMU ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW [ I R W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

mi WLTSEY’S MIL RO 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA A. LEAW, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of KENNETH LEAW and PATRICIA A. 
LEAW, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-109164 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttor neys for Defendant , 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersev 08903 

FILED 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Patricia A. Leavy, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Kenneth Leavy and Patricia A. Leavy 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

OCT 0 5 2012 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORM JERSEY 
40 PATHZSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JWW 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

JANICE KIRBY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT KIRBY, AND JANICE 
KIRBY, I NDlVlDUALLY 

against 

-- A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 13486 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:?-/sWew York, New York 

PH'AN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h le r Co . 
t0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Je FEED New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Janice Kirby, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
Robert Kirby and Janice Kirby, Individually 
700 Broadway 

1 

NOV 0 7  2012 

d N  HEITELR 

OCT 0 5 2072 



4, 
'9, ' 

' I  

HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 

NMr BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
MI WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, hw 

PO BOX 4ao 

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 

J 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 11622 

JANICE KIRBY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT KIRBY, AND JANICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
KI RBY, I N D I VI DUALLY 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Mor neys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
10 PatersoA StrevfEoxD 700 Broadway 
Jew Brunswick, 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Janice Kirby, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
Robert Kirby and Janice Kirby, Individually 

New York, NY 10003 

L- 
OCT o 5 2012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORN,  DUNST 8 
IKXIKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEVS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEFSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N M I B i i U M C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. KI 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ESTHER M. REMINGTON, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES E. REMINGTON, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-128019 

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 agains. 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

MONICA R. KOSTRZMA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP FiLE~ Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO B 4 Remington 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Esther M. Remington, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of James E. 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 

SO ORDERED: 

QCT 0 5 2012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
IKKIKAS, LLP 
ATTTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 180 
NWIlBRWNSNCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
Ktl WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 2G2 
HAMMONTON, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100718 

ANNIE PICISTRELLI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GIN0 PICISTRELLI, and ANNIE PICISTRELLI, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coLhefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MONICA R. KOSTRZE~A, ESQ. 
lOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Individually 

30 ORDERED: F\@ 
OCT 0 5 2012 

CA-QUIT-27 

. ... . . . . . 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 
M A N ,  DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
pomx 480 
Few BRUNSWCK, w 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RD 
WTE 202 
HAMMONTGN, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100286 

DRAGAC POSSTER, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH POSSTER and DRAGAC SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
POSSTER, Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick. NJ 

MONICA R. KOSTR&WA, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 \ 

. .  
,, , )  

i , L p  I 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Dragac Posster, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of Joseph Posster and Dragac Posster, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 

‘6, New York. NY lQW3 , 

OCT 052012 

CA-RAIN-15 



HOAQLAND, LDNQO 
MORAN, DUNS'I & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATHSON ST 

NWBRUN5Wla(,NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WMONTON, UJ 

PO BOX 4ao 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100741 

HANNAH HAMMOND, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH L. HAMMOND and HANNAH 
HAMMOND, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereb requests summary judgm nt in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: v+il,r;pwick, NJ 

MONICA R. KOSTRZkWA, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(oh I e r Co . 
$0 Patersan Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

_'.  , . ' 

$$*  ~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 1 *  

i -!r I> 

43 7 

FRANK ORTIZ, 'ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hannah Hammond, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Joseph L. Hammond and Hannah 
Hammond, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

< \  
i 

OCT 0 5 2012 

I lllllll lllll1llll CA-RAIN-7 lllll lllll11llll lllll IIH 11111 Ill 1111 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOMAS, L l P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HANNAH HAMMOND, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH L. HAMMOND and HANNAH 
HAMMOND, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-102892 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

2bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff: 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

~ONICA R. KOSTRZM, ESQ. 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), F .  

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

Morneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

** z 

Hannah Hammond, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Joseph L. Hammond and Hannal- 
Hammond, Individually 
700 Broadway F , ~ ~ ~  

;O ORDERED: 

unv 07 2012 

_.- 

CA-RAIN-6 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERRSON Sf 

NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMONTMW. NJ 

DOUKAS. LLP 

pa BOX 480 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F, HASSLER and MARGARET P. 
HASSLER, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-127886 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ne B unswick, NJ 
Lcyv34iL 

DATED: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: F=, LED 

*+ 

I 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William F. Hassler and Margaret P. Hassler 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Q 5 2 o a  
-8 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NNV BRUNSWM, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. HASSLER and MARGARET P. 
HASSLER, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-102478 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

N w runswic 
53127 5 7  IL DATED: 

* 1 .,dV 

* I  

'1. 

L C  
MONICA R. KOSTkZEWA, m. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - P 
New Brunswick, New J 

SO ORDERED: 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William F. Hassler and Margaret P. Hassler 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I llllllllllll lllll Ill1 Nlll11111111111llll llllll ll1111 
CA-RAIN-13 

- -- . .. - _. . 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
M A W .  W S T  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
FIN BRUNWICK, NJ 

SOUTH XRSEY 
7Ol WLTSEYS M U  RD 
SUR m 
HAMMQNTOW, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 03-100229 

ROBERT M. HILL and ALLA HILL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff! 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again5 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MONICA R. K O S T R Z ~ ~ E S Q .  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

1 
i 

4 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. (“4 ~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Robert M. Hill and Alia Hill 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - Honorable 

0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

without costs. I 

B 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROY BOGGS 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

14121200.1 



. -against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AERCO WTERNATIONAL INC,, et. al. I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
x _"__"---__---------"__IIIIII________y___--"------------------ 

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 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Defe ant 
850 Th' d u i t e  1 

Attorneys w l a i n t i f f  & MAHONEY, LTD, 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

prejudice and 

- ~ 

SINGER 

100 
(212) 651-1570 ork, New York 10022 

- -.. J 5 2aa SO ORDERED, 
d J i  



HOAQLAND, LONO0 
MORAN, DWNST 8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNv BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

DOUKAS. LLP 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SAMUEL OSBORNE AND ETHEL OSBORNE 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-126681 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED:q/l2/J&New York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP * I  , Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Morneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. ' 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ g, LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Samuel Osborne and Ethel Osborne 

New York, New York 10003 

;O ORDERED: 

OCT 0 5 2012 .-- - 



Y' * 
T 

HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTOWUEYS AT LAW 

WRTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNflrVICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
WTE 202 
HAWONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100861 

ISABEL KOGEL, AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX NO OPPOSITION 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DAVID KOGEL AND SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
ISABEL KOGEL, INDIVIDUALLY, MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:%S-I2. New York, New York 

2ARL FIGUEROA, ESQ. 

N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jer 

ISABEL KOGEL, as Proposed Executrix for ths 
Estate of DAVID KOGEL and ISABEL KOGEL, 

New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DWST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MwBRuNswIcK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  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: 

FRANK LATTANZIO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH LAlTANZIO, AND EVELINA 
LATTANZI 0, I N D I VI DUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-100864 

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' 

: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:fdw New York, New York 
n 

A -  / n' c- I 

ZARL FIGUEROA, E S d  
W T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joseph Lattanrio 

New York, NY 10003 

,/ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Cow 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box-- 

\ 

4ew Brunswick, 

io ORDEREb: 



WOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATHiSON ST 

NNVBRUNSWCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTOW, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of DOMINIC D'ANGELO, and 
CATHERINE E. CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of CONNIE D'ANGELO, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-100402 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff! 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Morneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 

Jew Brunswick, New J 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Catherine G. Callahan, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of Dominic D'Angelo, and Catherine 
G. Callahan, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
Connie D'Angelo 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 b \ fN  07 lQI2 

CA-RAIN-2 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, W N S T  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 98-1 181 36 

LORETTA DEVITA, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of EDWARD DEVITA, and LORETTA DEVITA, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 

against 

ACandS, INC., et at., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

VIONICA R. K O S T R Z E ~ A ~ S Q .  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, N 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Loretta Devita, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of Edward Devita, and Loretta Devita, 
Individually 

;O ORDERED: 



HORQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNSf B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATmRSON ST 

N W B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-128019 

FRED M. EARL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai., 

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 againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ne Br nswick, NJ %b LX DATED: 
I -  

- 
MONICA R. KOSTRZ~W&&SQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttor neys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

i .  
~ .&, . -., 
wLI FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I "  

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Fred M. Earl 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

* '94& , ' 

.. -. 

CA-RAIN-4 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-105958 

FRED M. EARL, 

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 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 agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Ne Brunswick, NJ 
&rJ2pl\L . -  

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Fred M. Earl 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



ORIGINAL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JYCA 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff 

Ralland M. Engle was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Mclhrrnott Will & Emery T,LP n, @lluck & Fox LLP 

New York, New York 10 173 

Attorneys for  Honeywell International Inc. 
f/Wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporati 

New York, New York 1003 
212.681.1575 

Attorneys for  Plain@ 

SO ORDERED 



OF THE STATE QF NEW YORK 

Rlr 

wed in the course of 

that Luis was expose$. to estos-wntaining ct manufactured eka 

hereby requests mmnw judgm 

~~t to Civil Pra es Section 

&we being no opp to, 

to dl co-defendmts, etEl cl and cross-claims against 

dant Asbeka, b he same are h disrniwd with prejudice 

Dated: New Ymk, New York 
September 25,2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL -I-----_-----__-----__________l__rl_____-"-------------------------------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 04-1 00867 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X -------_-----__----_1__11__11_1_________---------------"--------~--------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X --____--1_-----_---------"------------------------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 Divisi e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FiLEW 

Attorneys for Plain 
180 Maiden Lane ~ ~ ~ ~ l l e y  Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 c c  40 FountaiaElaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Defendant, - mwW at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

ocl- 0 5 2012 

14121200.1 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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. 

- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 6fi.1- o 5 2012 

14121200.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley D are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-.-- 
BY. 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

7 --1' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

14121200.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ____--_1________1___---------------------~---------------""-----------I--- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 03- 104644 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

FRANCIS R. DeFILIPPIS JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X -_______I________--__1__________________----------"-----~----------------" 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kellcy 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 ibision, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and P 
without costs. i FILED 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 



HOAQLAND. LONG0 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 RATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11593 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMANUEL DE-BISCEGLIA AND ANNA DE- 
BISCEGLIA 

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 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff E 

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:f-mWew York, New York 

A 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, I 

Eohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

RATCLIFFE, ESQ. 
UXENBERG, P.C, 

Atto r n e u f  or Plaintiff (s) , 
Emanuel De-Bisceglia and Anna De-Bisceglia 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 052012 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
M A N ,  DUNST & 
DOUHAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JER5EV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 8 0  
NEW BRUVWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. hw 

This Document Relates to: 

EMANUEL DE-BISCEGLIA AND ANNA DE- 
B I SCEG LI A 

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 11966 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

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. 

DA1ED:filkLNew York, New York 

A n 

H ~ G L A N D ,  L ~ G O ,  MORAV 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

UXENBERG, P.C. 
' A t to rnu  for Plaintiff(s), 
Emanuel De-Bisceglia and Anna De-Bisceglia 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED: FILED 
NOV 0 7  2012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DWST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W BRLINSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTM, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 12078 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHAIM ROITER AND LEA ROITER 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:q-&dl-fJew York, New York 

UXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, 1Attornws for Plaintiff (s), 

Chaim Roiter and Lea Roiter 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 40 Paterson Street - 

httorneys for Defend 
Ko h le r Co. -- 
Vew Brunswick. New dersev 08903 

? 

50 ORDERED: I, 

OCT 0 5 2012 

I llllll1111ll 1llll1111111111111l1 lllll lllll llllll I1 Ill1 
J CB-MUD-19 

. . . .. ... . . .. . __ ... - -. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 11589 

CHAIM ROITER AND LEA ROITER 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Cow, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

iefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

)ATED:Y’&~New York, New York 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
:oh le r Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, N e P C l D  

0 ORDERED: 

Attornyys for Plaintiff (s), 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Chaim Roiter and Lea Roiter 

QCT 0 5 2012 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

INRE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NICOLAS ANTONELLI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MARGARET ANTONELLI AND 
NICHOLAS ANTONELLI, I NDlVl DUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11642 

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!&dtNew York, New York 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Bttorneys for Defendant, 
.(oh le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - Individually 
Vew Brunswick, N e R E E  0 

Nicolas Antonelli, as Executor for the Estate of 
Margaret Antonelli and Nicholas Antonelli, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.. ~ " 

I 

CB-ASCEND-7 
bJ 



HOAQLANO, LONGO 
MORAN, DUUST 8, 
a w s ,  LLP 
ATfORFEYS AT LAW 

NOATn JERSEY 

PO Box 180 
NRN BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEV 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

4a PATERSON ST 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100861 

ROBERT G. JEWELL AND FRANCES A. JEWELL NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 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' 

: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. 

3ATED8+aq%Jew York, New York 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Robert G. Jewell and Frances A. Jewell 

New York, New York 10003 

- -. - - - - - - - - .- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PETER HEINTZ, AS EXECUTOR OF THE ESTATE 
OF THEODORE W. HEINTZ, AND CATHLEEN 
HEINTZ, 1 NDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-115312 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- . . . . . . .. . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tt+ 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff 

: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 again: 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and t he  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

3ATED:q la\p;w York, New York 

iOAGLANi3, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
iltorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
1ew Brunswjck, New Jersey 08903 

10 ORDERED: HOV 07 2012 

n 

RATCLIFFE, ESQ. 
UXENBERG, P.C. 

PETER HEINTZ, as Executor of t h e  Estate of 
THEODORE W. HEINTZ, and CATHLEEN 
H El NTZ, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 0 5 2012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NM1TH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 460 
NEW BRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA AND ANTHONY M. BOVA AS 
THE EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DOROTHY T. BOVA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-102148 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Corn, hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

FILED SO ORDERED: 

?--- 

PHAN ALVARAYDO, ESQ. 
- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Anthony M. Bova and Anthony M. Bova as the 
Executor for the Estate of Dorothy T. Bova 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

QCT 0 5 2012 



HOAGLAND. LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEVVBRUNflrVICK,NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

mi WTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA AND ANTHONY M. BOVA AS 
THE EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DOROTHY T. BOVA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 127887-02 

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 agains; 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:C\\IEhlew York, New York 
6 

PHAN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
c 

4OAGIAND. LONGO. MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Anthony M. Bova and Anthony M. Bova as the 
Executor for the Estate of Dorothy T. Bova FILED 700 Broadway 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

New York, NY 10003 wwYB7 2012 \lew Brunswick, New Jersey 

- = m m m c E  
50 ORDERED: NpJIImmc 



HOAGLAFID, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7U! WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUE 2G2 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

b 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DOROTHY T. BOVA, AND ANTHONY 
M. BOVA, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 1 16852-06 

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 agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGIAND, LONGO, 
DUNST & DOUKAS, L 
Attorneys for 

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48NOV 0 7 7012 individually 
New Brunswick, New Jervey 08903 

ElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
ttorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
nthony M. Bova, as Executor for the Estate of 

Kohler Co. a Dorothy T. Bova, and Anthony M. Bova, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - C m w s  OFFICE 

' - NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-1 14369 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMAN N, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et ai., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-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-de all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are h 

IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Ltotneys for Defendant, 
:ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - P 
lew Brunswick, New 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Marilyn Ploeckelmann, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of Sidney William 
Ploeckelmann 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 

NOV r)7 2012 
0 ORDERED: 



HOAOLAM. LONGO 
M O W ,  WNST 8 
D O W .  UP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEWBRL#J!WCK,NJ 

SOUTH ERRgY 
7M VKTSEYS MILL RU 
U T E  202 

40 PATERSON ST 

HAhMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-1 11 794 

GENE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ale, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO 
Vew Brunswick, New 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Gene Keding and Thelma Keding 

30 ORDERED: 



HOAQLAFID, LQNQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOREYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSGN ST 
PO aox 480 
N M I  BRWWK, Fw 

SWTH JERSEY 
7M W T S E Y S  M U  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

* 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-100234 

RONALD E. HOEFT, 

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 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. Wb Ne B unswick, NJ 

1 C "  

1 

i J  MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST B DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ B LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Ronald E. Hoeft 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 

SO ORDERED: 

0 7 

OCT Q 5 2012 



HOAQLdND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRlMVKK, NJ 

SUUTH JERSEY 
M1 NLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
mmwrm, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Executor for the Estate 
of ALBERT V. MONROE II, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-100727 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWN, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

*It ~ 

3 %  

I>. FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. " "  

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Frederick Monroe, as Executor for the Estate 
of Albert V. Monroe II 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CA-RAIN-9 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DWST 8 
WWKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOWH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MlLL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMNONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

-- 

INDEX NO.: 02-103679 

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 

IVO J. PERAICA, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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: N w runswick, NJ 
8734 1 2  

F BENXAMIN DA-. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO: MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
.<oh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Ivo J. Peraica 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NQV 07  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN, 

against 

A.W. CHESTERTQN CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 14369 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York lnternatlonal Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, York lnternatlonal Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

0 

irejudice and without costs. In I A 

ividually and as 
e of Sidney William 

0 Peterson Street I PO n7 7n'' Ploeckelmann 
46 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
ew York, NY 10036 F I G 4  

lew Brunswick, New 
6 OF 

Honorable Sherjl Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

14 I2 1200.1 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

Mw BRUNSWCK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HnMMONfON. NJ 

PO BOX 480 

4 A 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AMERICO A. VARl AND ADELAIDE F. VARl 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 10331 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

- .  
e A d x 1  

KM&I JAHNK~ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORMV 0 
DUNST & DOUKAS, L P 
Attorneys for Defend , 

.. Wrwrr New York, NY 10003 40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Americo A. Vari and Adelaide F, Vari 
--7OO Broadway Kohler Go. &- 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 0 5 2012 
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& 

WAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. WNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH J W E Y  
40 PATERSohl ST 
PO BOX 4EU 
NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT M. KENNEY AND CHRISTINE KENNEY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 12033 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

z 

L 
NENDY R. KAGAN, I?%. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
flew Brunswick, New Jers 

FILED 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert M. Kenney and Christine Kenney 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



I +  
- .  

< F' 

HOROLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST .8 
DOWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PI) Box 480 
Nolv BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS M L  RD 
SUITE 2oZ 
HMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT M. KENNEY AND CHRISTINE KENNEY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11590 

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 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
2ttorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 700 Broadway 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert M. Kenney and Christine Kenney 

New York, NY 10003 

qmq 07 a'2 
;O ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8 
OOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH n S E Y  
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 460 
NEwBRL!NsYHcK,M 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANA MATURA, INDIVIDUALLY AND SPECK0 
MATURA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MAKSO MATURA 

against 

1 . .  

INDEX NO,: 03-1 11232 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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. 

HOAGLAND, LONGOMRAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
KO h le r Co. 
40 New Paterson B r u n s w i c k . < \ ~ ~ ~  Street - PO Box 48 

SOORDERED: buy " '  - 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Frana Matura, Individually and Specko Matura 
as Executor for the Estate of Makso Matura 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

MORW JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 4m 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 04-109923 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTOINETTE NAGLE, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD M. NAGLE and 
ANTOINETTE NAGLE, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Go., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Antoinette Nagle, as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Edward M. Nagle and Antoinette 
Nagle, Individually 

New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Mew 700 Broadway 

50 ORDERED: 

OCT 0 5 2012 



MOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

FRANK MONASTERO AND CYNTHIA 
MONASTERO 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-127406 

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 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Frank Monastero and Cynthia Monastero 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND,LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 6 
DCUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUM JERSEY 
?'GI WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUllE 102 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 460 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 04-100476 

SHIRLEY D. MILLER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GLENN BUDD MILLER AND NO OPPOSITION 
SHIRLEY D. MILLER, INDIVIDUALLY SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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 
* f l ; . :Zo /a  

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESd  ANA ~~ORTHCRAFT, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
.(oh le r Co . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Shirley D. Miller, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Glenn Budd Miller and Shirley D. Miller, -1 

i New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, 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: 

SHIRLEY D. MILLER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GLENN BUDD MILLER AND 
SHIRLEY D. MILLER, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1586-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

{OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Zttorneys for Defe 

IO Paterson Street - PO 
(ohler Go. 

dew Brunswick, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Shirley D. Miller, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Glenn Budd Miller and Shirley D. Miller, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 NOV 07  P7 

io ORDERED: 

/- 

CA-GLAD-30 



HOAGLAW, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DOUIAS, LlP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON $1 
PO Box 8 0  
NWV BRUNSWICK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S YLL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANNA MARIE SMOLLEY POLITO AND PAUL A. 

ESTATE OF PAUL A. SMOLLEY, SR. AND ANNA 
MARIE SMOLLEY POLITO AND PAUL A. 
SMOLLEY, JR. AS PROPOSED CO-EXECUTORS 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY SMOLLEY 

SMOLLEY, JR., AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-121252 

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:%p~tNew York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LON 
DUNST & DOUKA 
Attorneys for Defen 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street 

SO ORDERED: 

/ 1/- 
JOMMZNJEZ. ESQ., ESQ. 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
for Plaintiff(s), 

Anna Marie Smolley Polito and 
Smolley, Jr., as Co-Executorsfor the Estate of 

and Anna Marie Smolley 

Estate of Rosemary 
Smolley, Jr. as Proposed 

TLER 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, OMST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSONST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOLNH JERSEY 
MI WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTW, hw 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-100909 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH TUCCI 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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 
Z - f * / 7 , a d m  

DANA M. NORTHCRAFT, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Joseph Tucci 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 



c 

HQAOLM. LONOO 
M(IRAN, OWST 8 
WWIAS, LLP 
ATTORNYS AT LAW 

NORTH J W E Y  
40 PATERSOhl ST 
PO BOX 1 0  
Kw BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SUUTH JWSEY 
MI WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WMON'IMU. Fw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

DlNA A. LILLEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL DIGIROLOMO and FRANCINE 
DI GI ROLOMO, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190089/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in LI 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jerse 0 

F\LED 

 DANIEL^ SERBERG, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Dina A. Lilley as Executrix for the Estate of 
Michael DiGirolomo and Francine DiGirolomo, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Drab \\ h rry Klein Heitler 



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. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff '' ' U'' Attorneys far Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane , <  Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

14121 200. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice -Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

hoseph  J. Ortego, Esq. 
-to Borruso, Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
700 Broadway - ’ ”  

New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North Americu, LLC 
s/h/a “Freightliner Corp. ” 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 11735-2728 
(516) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FILED 

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 

Hon. Sli 
I - 

erry &in Heitler 

62.1' 0 5 2012 
14121200.1 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FILED 

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 

------- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

14121200. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Div' ion, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. P I FILED 

t19rckll~I F M  J Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Be6jamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

14202 
00 

141 2 1200. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY 0. THOMPSON 

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 a1 ndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Di e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NOy 07 20'3, without costs. 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

14121200.1 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL _----------__1__"_______r___________l___----------------"--------""------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
lN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index NO. 02-128019 

X ____11___--______1__------------------------------------------------------ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

GERALD ARZIE JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X --____"r__-_--------l_______r___________-~------"-------------------"----- 

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 

e e hereby dismissed with prejudice and F\LED defendant Patterson-Kelley DiFisi 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-81 00 

SO ORDERED, 

14121200 I 



536.23959/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

SALVATORE QUATTROCCHI, Index No.: 190240/10 

(April 2013 In E x t r e m i s  Trial Group) 
Plaintiff, 

vs . NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, AND ORDER 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against 

defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

ARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
ck Avenue, Suite 350 
8 
r, New Jersey 07936 -. 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

without costs. 

a ~ A 3 a i m s  against 

prejudice and 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. * ' K?CLrv'E d, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 SO Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NITON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

-.. 

14 I2 1200.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. 06-102562 

NELSON NEWCOMB JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

witnouL COSLY. 

,5'&muel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

NY 14202 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

3-8100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CONSTANTINE KOUTSAKIS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 04-108521 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
f 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Dikision 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
1 

Dated: New York, NY aov 07  21112 

%muel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDERED, 

141 2 1200.1 



c 

?'Mc:CC(jpk) 
81301 12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A. STORTINJ 

Our File No. 
S-4219-0.1 

INDEX NO. 
10892 1 /04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, lnc. 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 Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and witho 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
ing Place 
York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
911 4/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

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 with0 

Dated: NewYork, New,York 

Frmk Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

A-3 A .  
New York, NY 10003-3598 

OCT 0 5 2012 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4990-03 



Plaintiffs, 
- against- 

- -. 

Index No. 190391-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/aThe B.F. Goodrich Company, 

and improperly named as %xcessor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a Division of 

the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc." hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, 

- 
._ .- . . .-- -. . .  . - .  . . -  

dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. 

GOODFWH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, &! aqd the same k e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

9- /I , 2012 

.. - .. 

BY: 
ChristoDher Gladd Patrick J. D 
Napoli hem Ripka Shkolnik & Associates 
Empire State Building BRFNNAN, LLP 
350 F i f i  Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SMITH, STATTON, WISE, HEHER & 

2 Research Way 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(212)267-3700 (609)924-60 

SO ORDERED 



INDEX NO. 
I 90 1O8/12 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

TMcCCCjpk; 
8/14/12 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CI lY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_1"._..__1...____...~~~-...~~~~....~~~~~....~~-...~~- ..._"...._"__-.." 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  "-~....---~...~--...-.~. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE LEONG 

...____._.__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-cntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and thcre 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, lnc., be and the same are hmeby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No. 
5-930975 



> 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
x/20/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK I INDEXNO. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, : 190330/12 1 ASSIGNED TO: 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
; ORDER 

_ _  " _ "__________. .___~~~~~- . . . . - - -~~~~. . .~~~~~~~~. . . . . .~~~~~~~-~ . . -~ - - -~~" -  

______..______ "-.___-----"...-------...-~----------.-----------.."-~----~- 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY ABRAMOW 

I 
___..________...-___~----..- "-------...~-------~.....---------~.."--------. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
s-4028-12 



TMc :CC(jpk) 
711 2/12 

LAWRENCE R. HANNA 

INDEX NO. 
190085/12 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY €ZEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edisan Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pwsumt to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New - New Yark, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDER-ED: 

Our File No 
S-4008- 12 

QCI 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
_____........____........~~ "-..-.......- , "l_.._......___l."_......" l " _ l  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN R. MITRANO, SR. 

INDEX NO. 
1 16609/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, 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 atid without costs. 

on Company of New 
W New York, NY 1000 -E York, Inc. awwrv- W Y C m  - 4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: s 
Our File No. 
S-4022-0s 



. >  

TMc:CCCjpkJ 
8/1/12 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN 'I'HE Vi'I'Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

....-. ~ - . _ * I I ~ ~ ~ I ~ . . . . . . . . _ . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  "I.__..._ 

lNDEX NO. 
101 375/05 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edisoii Company of New York, Inc, 

hereby requests suminary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

New York, NY 10003 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4076-05 



I ' TMc:CC(jpk) 
911 1/12 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY Oh* NEW YORK 
.................~~.. ".. _ _  

ROBERT FREEMAN 

INDEX NO. 
100867/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edisoii Company of New Y ork, Inc. 

hcreby rcquests summary judgncnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edis ork, Inc., be and the same are lzcreby 

dismissed with prejudice and without Gusts. 
MeV 07 al? 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No. 
s-4040-04 



, I  

TMc:CC(jpk) 
9/71 I2 

-! INDEXNO. 
1 14014/02 IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 1 ASSIGNED TO: 

: HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
i ORDER 

__._..._.___-_______~--------- "--------------------. . . . .------------------,  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP TAMBASCO 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

ing Place 
w York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8647-02 



. - . . . . . -. . _ .... . . . . .- . - - . . .. - .. .. . . . . -. - . . -. . _- . . 

I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102349/05 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DAVID M. TOBIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAlN 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. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: %2 I 
I New York, New 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Index No.: 114014/02 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PHILLIP TAMBASCO, 

- 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 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 

and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the s 

to either party. 

(212) 558-5500 



I 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

Index No.: 115520105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTIONAND ORDER 
PACCAR, INC., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHFJREFOFUI, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCA"') hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD 
Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 >w York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 
Plain tiff[ s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

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 BWAP. Inc.. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ico-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New Y o  

z 
#+ --- 

Wei&& Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MA1 IONEY, LTD. 

850 'Third Avenue, Suitc 1100 
New York, New Yark 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 5 2012 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE;, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisg 

Dated: New York, New York # 11 
d 

lasts to either 

. -  

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHQNEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

X50 Third Avenue, Suite I 100 
York, New York 10022 

SO OWERED, 



Indcx No.: 190232/09 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER COMPANY, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDElWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

-- 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Atfomcys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
Ncw York, NY 10003 

SGGAL McCAMBKlDGE SINGER & 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
rNRE NEW YORK CITY I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Ileitler, J.) 

X 

Index No. ll9388lOO 

CHARLES BRADLEY 
125822/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- 
ietta, Esq. 

WEITZ ~r LUXENBERG, PC.. \ ~- &@S?liR BRADLEY, 
Attorneys for Plointfl(s, w-- lrneys for Weil-McLain, 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 

- 

LLC 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y ork 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105874/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BRUCE N. FLANIGAN, 

P1 ain ti ff( s), 

- against - 

WETL-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 Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party. 

isscd with prejudice and without costs 

y, ESGI. Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 50 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

ew York, NY 10022 
12) 65 1-7500 

-~ SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shcrry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH RAFFERTY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114485/04 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: $ g & , m h ~  lr ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAW O'NEILL, O~BFUEN 
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.: 1028.92656 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
RAYMOND SA130 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190318/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, dehdant  Strober Building Supply M a  The Strober 

Organization, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Strober Building Supply Wa The Strober Organization, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Strober Building Supply W a  The Strober Organization, Inc., be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: O C n d t X  I, ,2012 

Michael Roberts, Esq. Michael Roberts, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Strober Building Supply fMa 
The Strober Organization, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
1914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

.92141 

FILED 
WQV 0 1  2012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
8/21/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHESTER ZYCH 

INDEX NO. 
1901 62/12 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Coiisolidated Edison C~inpmy af New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summay judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

York, hc .  

New York, NY 10003-3598 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York,NY 10017 yt\q 07 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No. 
5-401 6-12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 19041 1/11 
JOSEPH FOSTER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 1 

Dated: 

prejudice and without costs. 1 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I829514 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Es'q. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

/ Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Mi lfMf 4- 
WEITZ & LukEhBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

14086760.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ~ . 

By: II- 

F - m u e l  Goldblatt, E 
Benjamin R. Dwyer sq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

14086760.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

IndexNo. 03-100610 

ROBERTROCCABRUNA 
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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley 

without costs. 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 

700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

0"': 1 1  0 5 2018 i 

SO ORDERED, 

13845723.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorneys, 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant MANNINGTON MILL 

and without costs. 

d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

A 
1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Y 10005 

BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 4Cith Floor 

r Defendant, Mannington Mills, Inc. 

QGT 0520121 . 





Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190353/11 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

BOEING COMPANY, et al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 

% Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants. 

X --------r_-__l_________1_11_____________--"--------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC., Individually and Incorrectly 

sued as Successor to Butterworth Jetting Systems, 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 

without costs to either party. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 07 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 
(21 2)986-2233 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

ew York, New York 10022 
- 

SO ORDERED, 
8CT 0 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PI aint iff( s) , 
"against- 

Index No.: 190288/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et. al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
X ____________________11________111_______------~~-~----~------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
MAHONEY, LTD. 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SINGER & 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 

Index No.; 190187/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Teves, Inc., a subsidiary of Continental AG, (hereinafter known as “CAS”) hereby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant CAS, without prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
. .  

Defendant, CAS, be and the same are here 

Pafly * 

ed with prejudice and without costs to either 

Dated: New York, New York Nov 07 
@@*K ** -33?#-&& 

Kevin Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
126 East 5Gth Street, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12)42 1-2800 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 
SO ORDER 

OCT 0 5 2012 



%\ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF-NEW YORK 

BRUCE'N. FLANIGAN and MARY FLANIGAN 
X _1"__"_11____________------r----------------------~-----~--"------- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, JNC,? with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FULTON BOILER WORKS., be and-Qe s p r  reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

n 

costs. 

Attorney for the plaintiff 
700 Broadway (ccy- Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

vWm@YRRY. McTJFRNAN & MOORE 

FULTON BOILER WORKS INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York. New York 10006 - >  

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190032/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, LP.. hereby request s u m r ~ g r y  

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, LP with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, LP be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. :* A 

2- 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenbere, 

- - 

LP 
..- - _. - -- - 

B-arry McTiefian & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

- .. - .  - .  
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 



lXY-Y55?B 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

- against - NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a1 
Index No.: 105874-02 

Defend ants 109937-02 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DOMCO PRODUCTS INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

l____"l___""_l__rrr______________111_1__--r---------------------- 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DOMCO PRODUCTS INC., be and the same dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for the plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
_____-_.._..____________________________------.-.....--------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 190286/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_"_...~...._____________________________~~~.....~~~~~~~~~~~~-------- 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH P, MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

defendant Flowserve US be and 

New ork, New Dan $123 , 

/ J p  
omanelli, Esq, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. . . . . . . 

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 

Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company (improperly sued as Flowserve 

US, Inc., Individually and as Successor to Aldrich Pumps; Durco, Durion; BW/IP, Anchor Darling, 

Superior Goup, Pacific Pumps Sier-Bath Pumps, Edward Vogt, Vogt Valves, Nordstrom Valves, and 

Edwards Valve, Inc.) ("Flowserve US"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

It costs. 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt 
Valve Company 

the same 'am& 

Y 

ismissed with prejudice and withou 

c 

fiElroy, Deutsch, M&aney & Carpenter, 

SO ORDERED, 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Q 5 2 m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (misidentified as Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to Allen- 

Bradley Company, LLC) ("Rockwell"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Rockwell, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Rockwell be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

for Defendant 
Automation, Inc., as successor in 

interest to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

m e i t l e x  

1812451-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
...__ ............................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 190194/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.....__.________ " _ r _ ~ . . . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ . ~ ~ ~ "  

This Document Relates to: 

GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE 
SOUTHER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

......._ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r " . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ " . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ . ~ ~ . ~ . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, Robertshaw Controls Company, Individually and as alleged successor to 

Fulton Sylphon Company (incorrectly plead as "Robertshaw Controls Company, Individually 

and as successor to Fulton Sylphon Company") ("Robertshaw"), hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Robertshaw, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Rockwell be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ew York, New York , 

w 2 0 1 2  

0 7 20@seph 4. La kala, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

m s  for Defendant 
mm--Robeltshaw Controls Company, Individually and 

as alleged successor to Fulton Sylphon Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I 8 12444- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . .__. .__. . r_*  "__.._.--.-~----."-~.~----.--------.-~---------------- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S,) 

Index No,: 117772/06 

_ _ ~ . " _ * f - _ _ . _ . . _ f _ _ _ ~ " ~ ~ ~ " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

DESIREE VADI AND DONNA MOODY, AS 
CO-ADMINISTRATORS OF THE ESTATE 
OF LORRAINE BOU 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Stewart Warner Corporation ("Stewart Warner"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Stewart Warner with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED 
NOV 07  2012 

NEWVOW 

Dated: New York, New York 
loly, 20auluwCLEMCSOmCE 

Y 

Joseph P. Lagala, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Stewart Warner 

88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

' 
Audrey P. Raphael, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips, & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue Corporation 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

1700989-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 - . . - . ~ . . ~ . . ~ . f . . . ~ . 1 - . . - 1 1 . - . t t . - - l . - . - ~ ~ . ~ . * . ~ . ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ . * . . " . . . * * . ~ * ~  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

- - - - - - - . _ _ _ . - . - . . . . . I - l - - . . - * -  ".-lt....~*..-"...*....--...-----.... (IJeitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

CLAIRE JOCKEM, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of DONALD 
JOCKERS JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

hdex No.: 11 5739/06 

NO OPPOSlTXON SUMMARY 

ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Stewart Warner with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

FILED 
costs, 

Dated: New York, New Y 

20f%OV 07  2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Aveiiue, 13' Floor 
New Yark, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant Stewart Warner 

SO ORDERED, 

! 

1578289-1 



c 
CLB56028/legal/nos~rn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTJON AND ORDER 

Index No.: 121252-03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectioii 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

w i t h m o s t s .  

uez,Lsq. wnene r i u  

Weitz & Luxenberg q 1 
700 Broadway cTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10003 

y -  



Cases CLBSS738/rnaldonaddl~pal/nosjm 

Plaint@& 

-ugainst- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 101375/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, TNC. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 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 

Attorneys for the Pla eys for the Defendant 
TOMAS MALDONADO JK, AVER BROOKS, INC. 
ANGELlNA MALDONAD 
700 Broadway q/Jl/ I& New York, New York 10006 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500- . Our File No.: CLB55738 

2 Rector Street, I 4t" Floor 

Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 

.- 

SO ORDERED, 



4 

CLB56447/legal/nosj 

SUPREME C8URT OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190032/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dcfcndants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
4 %  

4 
* .  

Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, New 
Barry McTiernan & Moore - _. 

--- 700 Broadway 
2 Rector Strect, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURl OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD CAYEN as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of HORACE I;. CAYEN, and MXT,DRED 
CAYEN, Individually, 

X 1-_____-__"_______11_11111------------------------------------~~---------- 

Index No.: 123 161/02 

Plaint@, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-ngua'nst- 

WI IEKEFORE, defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, IbJC., hereby requcsts summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complajnt against defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to d l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, N C .  be and the same are heregismiss@' with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: z- 
PATTI BURS1 iTY N, 
WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 

Representative for the Es 
HORACE L. CAYEN, a W  

700 I3roadway ~~~~~~ Our File No.: CLB56485 
New York, New York 100 .i 

s for the Defendant 
RONALD CAYEN as BROOKS, XNC. 

New York, New York 10006 
MILDRED CAYEN, Indi . uall Tel.: (21 2) 3 13 - 3600 

Td.: (212) 5 5 8  - 5500 



%zh%5COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

* against - NYCAL 
1,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 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS INC., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CLEAVER BROOKS INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
m q4!e .d3 ,20rz  

M c s  
m z  & L m  BERG fly: mid T. &my, 
Attorney for the plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

+ 

CLEAVER BROOKS INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



. -7 ,  
. 

r 

Y 

Cascs FBW41019/angevln~~~llnosJm 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
"_____l_______"___r___l_______________l_------_------~_-------------" X 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE W. ANGEVINE, and ANNA M. 
ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-aguinst- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

De fendants. 

Index No.: 11 61 78/05 

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 WO e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, 
for the Estate of GEORGE W, 
ANGEVINE, and ANNA M. 
ANGEVINE, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14t'' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel.: (212) 3 13 - 3600 9 127 112 Our File No.: FBW41019 

Tel.: (212) 558 - 5779 

SO ORDERED, 



i i  c 

Index No.: 101375/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Cnses TBW49779/~haldonddl~gsl/nos~m 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TOMAS MALDONADO JR. and ANGELINA 
MALDONADO, 

X _-----------_I___________________I______------------~-~1-_---------- 

Plaintcfi, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

De fendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___1___1____-________l_l______lr_r______----~~~-~~~~~"~~~~------------ 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. AN & MOORE, LLC 

ANGELINA MALDONAD 
700 Broadway 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 

Tel.: (212) 313 - 3600 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 Our File No.: FBW49779 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LEONARD0 RENNA, Individually and as the Executor 
of the Estate of FRANCESCO RENNA and 
CATERINA RENNA, 

Plaintiff, Index No.: 03-1 15942 

vs . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al, 

NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION, 
including 

Defendants. 
.. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE 

PARTS ASSOCIATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-fiefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

hereby 

- 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. She 

Buffalo NY 14202-21 50 QCp 0 5Z0l2 
I 

m d & e i t l e r ,  J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

CHERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate of j Index No. 07/107446 
JAMES J. WOODS, 

Plaintiff, 

-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUClS CO., ct al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lcnnox Industries Inc. (“Lennox”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Lennox with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Ave. 1 I t h  Floor 
New York, N Y  10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SALVATORE CANTOLINO and MARIE 
ANTIONETTE CANTOLINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL Index No. 19021 1/2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Tnc. (L‘Lennox’’) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

Ordered that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Lennox be, and the same hereby are, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b/ta ,2012 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 

B 

New York, New York 10036 
212,681,1575 212.452.5300 

Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc. Attorneys for Plaint@ 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaint iff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190187/2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS , PIC. 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. 

without costs, 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: September 24,20 12 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Lanier Law Firm 
126 East 56th Street 
New York, New York 10022 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

- (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Cases CI.B55936/angwine/IegPllnosjm 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE W, ANGEVINE, and ANNA M. 
ANGEVINE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

r----___l_______l_______l_____r_____l_l_---_--------~------------~~-- x 
Index No,: 1 161 78/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Pluint@, 

-uguinst- 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant CLEAVER BR he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix 
for the Estate of GEORGE W. 
ANGEVINE, and ANNA M. 
ANGEVINE, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Y 

CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 

SO ORDERED 

and 



*- # 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PI ai nti ffs, 

- against - 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et a1 

Index No: 19001 1/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alfa Lava1 Inc. i/s/h/a Alfd Laval, lnc. hereby 

requests Summary Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules $32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval Inc. i/s/h/a Alfa 

Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant Alfa Laval Inc. i/s/h/a Alfa L,aval, Inc.. be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs/ 

Dated: New York, New York I 

bee3 ,2012 

EARLY, LUCAREKI, SWEENEY & ., 

/ 

'+I- 

* 

New York, New-York 9 0 1 7  
212-986-2233 

P' 

,P 
VAL 

59 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
2 1 2-972- 1 000 



FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 1901 56- I2 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F\LED 

o * h -  I ,2012 Noq 01 2011 

-_1 
W &*!i--> h 

Pitti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys*for Plaint@ FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, RENSON, TORRES & 

At t orneys. for De fendm1 
1 633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 



i 0' 

*+ H 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY 

'-t 

_1-____-------__1-___1_1_____________1__----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __l____--------f_-_____1_____________11_--1-------------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

ANNA M. ANGEVINE, as Executrix for the Estate : 
of GEORGE W. ANGEVINE, and ANNA M. 
ANGEVINE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

Index No. I 161 78/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 th 

without costs. 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for  Dejendunt 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i 

163 3 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 



1. ,* 
w 

.J 

HERBERT SUSSMAN and LENORE SUSSMAN, : 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION by its 
successor-in-interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE : 
TEC, INC., et nl., Including, 
MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Index No. 190 195/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

defendant Maremont Corporation be a 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

y dismissed with prejudice and 

+ z 5 , 2 0 1 2  

Attorneys fbr Pluinlifs FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys,fiir Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(212) 506-1700 



. .. 

: 
r 5 .r 

w 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Index No. 114485/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&bw I ,2012 

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
AttorneysL for Defendunt 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



DANIELLE M. PEREZ, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of DOMINIC BERTONE, 

: 

NYCAL, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- 

.. 
Plaintiff(s), : 

. m  - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant( s), QCI 25 2012 
NEW YORK 

WHEKEFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR c o M P A ~ ~ i ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ a ~  judgment irr 
the abuve-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, 

OFUlERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 
FOKD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-._._ 
By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 
Atiorneys for Plaintiffs 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SOORDEWD: __ -.I-- 

HON 

i 0 I 177002 DOC } 



MICHAEL FLYNN and MARIE FLYNN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

- against - 
Index No.: 104304102 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, : 
et al., 

WHEWFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

u t 2  1 
WMichael  Fanelli, E d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Michael Flynn and Marie 
Flynn 600 Third Avenue 

By: heather J. Gaw, E&. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(OlOS8790.DOC } 

OCT I 22012 


