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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURO PANTOJA and SABITRT TULSI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, et af. 

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

Index No.: 190173/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, HENRY COMPANY, Individually and as a Successor In 

Interest to MONSEY PRODUCTS COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, HENRY COMPANY, Individually and as a Successor in Interest to MONSEY 

PRODUCTS COMPANY, with prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

defendant, HENRY COMPANY, Individually and as a Successor in Interest to MONSEY 

PRODUCTS COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Isauro Pantoja and Sabitri Tulsf 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



CHESTER W. ZYCH, Index No.: 190162112 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-Against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
ALSTOM POWER, JNC. (Individually and as 

Successor to AIR PREHEATER CORPORATION 
-.__ -- -- -. &'&6UNGSTRQM AIR P R € ? H € X ~ - e t  aL, _-  - - . .._ - 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Ashcroft, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 
0 

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

defendant Ashcroft, Inc. be and the 
n 

: ,  *' ,C 

prejudice and without costs. 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. Y 
EarJgLBk Straws, L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Flo 
New York, New York 10017 
212,986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ashcroft, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27* Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.6800 

OCT 192012 

ME1 1347386Ov.l 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 1 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ 1 1 " 1 ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____________________________________________-_---_____------------ 

This Document Relates to: 

ELISABETH S. 
ROBERT C. MCDONALD, and ELIS 
MCDONALD, individually, 

-Against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER 

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

Index No.: 11 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto; 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
r& ,2012 

Johndjichond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
2 12.558.5500 

&.&Ad P d U  
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 

W McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant( s) 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
212.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ME1 14187651v.1 

w P 



ROLLAND M. ENGLE, 

Plaintiff($, 
-Against- 

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

Index No.: 12-190284 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMM+4RY JUDG.MENT 
MOTION AND OFiDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto; 

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

defendant Velan Valve Cow. be and the 

costs. 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York. New 1 

3 /G-/C, - e Bryan Be asky, Esq. 
L 

Richard P. O'Leary, 
Belluck&Fox,LLP ) McCarter & Engiish, LLP 4 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4fh Floo 
New York, New York I003 
212.681.1575 

Attorneys for Defendit 
Ve la  Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27* Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ME I I3905wov. I 

2 8 



RECEIVED 

This Document Relatcs to: 

Cheryl Woods as Executrix of the Estate of 
James J. Woods, 

Index NO.: 07-107446 

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

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

plaintiKq' complaint against defendant Velan Valve COT. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

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

defendant Velan Valve Coy. be and the sa 

costs. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

ew York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Ave, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York I0022 
212.605.6267 

Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27" Floar 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12,609.6800 __* I 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 13281983v.1 



IRENE DOLORES BJONNES, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ARTHUR BJONNES and RENE DOLORES BJONNES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELEWDORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELEWDORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant. 
F E e p i c e  ! i 

(------y-*yKg- 
KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are here 

and without costs. I 

Dated: 1O/o@/12 
L 

Dff. 21 B’2 

- 
Pau B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Pluintijf 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
> ,  

F I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

1 
1 Cor., . Y CLERKS OFFICE 

OCT 2 9 2012 1 NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANTFIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing the plahWs' Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
1 

Defendant SLANTFIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereb F[tmpre$ice 
and without casts. 

Dated New York, New York 
. OLTk 1 9  w/a 

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

F I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Noma J. Golub 
Marshall C B nway & Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant SlmtFin Corporation 
45 Broadway 
New York, New YorIc 10006 
(212) 619-4444 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 192012 



-. . . . 

1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gould Electronics 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 Gould Electronics Inc, with prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Gould Electronics Inc. be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Charles Ferguso 
Attorneys for Plaintifh 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

DATED: i o / / a / / b  DATED: 

M I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Gould Electronics Inc. 
60 Pompton Avenue 
Verona, New Jersey 07044F  I L E D 

NOV 1 4 2012 

SO ORDERED COUNTY CLERKS OFIHCF 
NEW YORK 



GERALD H. CAUGHELL JR., as EXECUTOR OF THE ESTATE 
OF GERALD H. CAUGHHELL SR. and MARGARET JEAN 
CAUGHELL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 105602-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
Harrison, New York I@/  O / l t  

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 

cow :LERK'S OFFICE 1 W T  2 9 2012 NkW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 127887102 
102 17 1/03 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

- - -Michael Fa?&, Esq. -. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway FuIton Boiler Works 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

1olqlra 

SO ORDERED, * Hon. vew, ein-Heitler 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 2 9 2012 

1 
COUNTY CI-ERKS OFFICE 

FJ E-W YORK 



. ,  -- . , . J  

HARRY DONALD SADLER and MARTHA CAROLYN, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY ( A X )  AND 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ASC and ALCOA with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 r' 

Dated: fo -r-/& 
New York, New York 

CQUNTY CLERKS OFFlCt 
NEW YORK 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

225501. I 

OCT 192012 



Plaintiff( s ) ,  

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100738/03 

NYCAL 
1A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS be and thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weiiz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernnn & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14''' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
H 

COUNfY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Index No.: 190491/11 

PAUL J. DELUCA and VIOLA DELUCA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________________________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: (oh / I&  
Hamson, New York 

m I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12 j558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

IU?ELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  
-- .1 

' U l I  J ;  LLERK'S OFFICE 
I 

NEW YORK 



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

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANQ 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 1 o / o p /  

?( .-. 4- 
Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 4 2012 

a 

Cbu iu  I 'i CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index NO. 190 194- 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHERE ndant Neles-Jamesbury, Inc. hereby requests su 

the a ed case, pursuant to Civil PraGtice Law and Rules Section dismissing 

nt against defendant Neles-Jamesb nc. with prejudice, and th 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Neles- , Inc., be and the same missed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXEMERG E & REATH LLP 

d Eugene Souther 

New York, New York 10003 ew Yark. New York 10036 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



MARCY ANSELL, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
HELEN MOSS, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plain tiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELEWDORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELEWDORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER 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 KEELERIDORR-OLIVER BO1 LER COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: I o/o@/( z 
Hal; 

-+ 
” ,& 

. ,  Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
h 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’-% t MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York I0528 

KEELEWDORR-OLI VEK BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

t 
E 
I COUNTY CLLI~K’S OFFICE 9 

i NEW YORK 



Index No. 102562-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

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 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ U f  Q ,2012 

John R icuond ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint{ff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV 1 4 2012 

@OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Peggy L. pan, 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys, for Defendnnt 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

OCT 192012 



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

X NYCAL ____________l*___r__II__________________------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___________________________________fr f__-~~~-- - -~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This document relates to: Index No.: 101377/2005 

MICHAEL G. MIRISOLOFF, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELEWDORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELEWDORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X +t______l_______________________________-------------~-----~*--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER 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 KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELEWDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

&irrison, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

5 Paul B. Joseplis, Esq. 
Paul B. Joseplis, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEEL EWD 0 R R- OL I VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED: 

@+-T I k E D I 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Hehler NOV 1 4 2012 



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

JOHN REILLY and PATFUCIA REILLY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

W m F O R E ,  Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company, 

Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company (improperly pled as 

Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, 

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company and Byron Jackson Pumps) (hereinafter 

“Flowserve US, Inc.” or “defendant”), 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, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

with prejudice and without costs. Flowserve US, Inc. be and 

Dated: 

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

~ . .  .. . 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

OCT 2 92012 

1795699-1 



i ... . -I 
i 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John E. Kern 

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

Index No: 1 1 1939/03 
1 17868/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

O€C 2 7  2012 

/ -lie R. Evans, Esq. 
e7za4 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG L N E W Y m  -$L,SON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attornevs for Plaintiff v EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Ah&~ney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 10017 

5 142 143v. 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. 

FILED i 
Dated: New York, New York 

i q  I S / k  
I nre 27  2012 --- 

L--- r n y W I K 4 - ~  
/ 4 

m .. . Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

JUlgR. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.30361 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 9 2OlZ 
5142118v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
____l_r____l___________l___r____l l______-  X 

NYCAL 

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

X _____________l__________________l_l____l- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1940/03 
100988/04 

Angel Lamberty 

* * * I - - - - - - - -  - .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
eby dismissed with prejudice and without FILED i A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, b 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 

'&I-+&- NEWYW ' 

. $ a d  
- 1  - . .  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.31010 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 9 2012 

5 142418~. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ _ r _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r r l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

X l__ l -_ - -__- - l l_______- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -" - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1940/03 
1046 10/04 

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 notic all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
costs. 

ereby Idismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York lw 2 7  2012 I 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.31087 

-- . 

SO ORDEIIED, 

OCT 292012 
5 142436~. 1 



I I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
" _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ c _ _ r _ _ r _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r -  X 

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

Index No: 190395/11 

Andre Krekora 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
SO0 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

& DICKER LLP 

TERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_-"____ l_ l____"_"____r________r_ l_______"  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l - _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Machelle Monique Morales as Administratrix of the Estate 
of Milton L. Fordham 

h 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_-"____ l_ l____"_"____r________r_ l_______"  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l - _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Machelle Monique Morales as Administratrix of the Estate 
of Milton L. Fordham 

OCT 2 9 2012 

rn __ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street 
New York, New York 10038 ON SALES CORP. 

---4 

New York, New York 10017 
n Our File Number: 11227.01515 

SO ORDERED, 

WHEREFORE, defendant S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP. hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES COW. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OCT 2 9 2012 

rn __ 

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

Index No: 190414/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___"_____________l____l_______l___l_____- 

NYCAL 

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

. -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ..-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same ark hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
c 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 N COMPANY 

File No.: 05335.00001 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
PERKINS ENGINES, INC., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

PERKINS ENGINES, INC. be and the same are PERKINS ENGINES, INC. be and the same are 

- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluint9.s 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc. 

Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
rk, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

1 1 

i 

X 

Index No. 190319-2011 
MARK ROCK AND SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON NYCAL 
X 

X 

Index No. 190336-201 1 
Donald M. Taylor, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. et al., Including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC sued herein as "Foster Wheeler Corporation"' 

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, , 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and.thF same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

'korinne Cerrati, E d .  
Sedgwick U P  
Attbrneys 
Three Gat 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 190333-2011 
DUANE ERICKSON AND LORE'ITA ERICKSON, his wife, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, al l  LEPs aga i i i t  defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC be and the same are hereby dismisse wi t  preju ice an withouycosts. 

DFC 2 7  2012 
Dated: Ne Yor NewYork 

IX\ 

Erik P. Karst, Esq.  
Karst & von Oiste LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
19500 State H w y  249, Suite 420 
Houston, Texas 77070 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'" Floor 

ark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. OCT 2 9 2012 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ARLENE G. CRANE, Individually and as Executrix of the Estate Index N,,. 190082-2011 
of PAUL J. CRANE, deceased, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

CRANE CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

claims against defendant 

I +  

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  eo-d 

Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereb 

Dated: New York, 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

CAI, 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190152/2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_______"f___________--------------------------.--------."-------.- ." 

This Document Relates to: 

GAYLE C. CALLEGAN and ROBERT 
CALLEGARI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Vogt Valve Company ("Flowsewe US'), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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 Flowserve US be and the same are he 

Dated: New York, New York F\' 

n 

David A. m d l e r .  bsa. 
cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP V I  Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 

solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and 
Vogt Valve Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

, I  
_. _. . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, O W  2 9 2012 

1801981-1 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . .__l___________ " _  r____________________...------------........----- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 190152/2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_.........__________~~~~~.....~~ "---------"......."------------..... 

This Document Relates to: 

GAYLE C. CALLEGARI and ROBERT 
CALLEGARI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Rockwell, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clai against 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElr\$y, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest 
to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

2 9 2012 

18 1237 1-1 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNWCK, NJ 

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

40 PATERSON ST 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE QUAlTROCCHI, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 190240/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

3bove-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. 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, Salvatore Quattrocchi 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

CB-ASCEND-15 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
wBRmm,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTDN, NJ 

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, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-101653 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 agains 

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

DATED: Ne Br nswick, NJ .jWmr\.. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
9ttorneys for Defendant, 
<o hle r Co . 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
rlew Brunswick, 

SO ORDERED: 

Harry P. Rober and Helen M. Rober 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Jersey 08903 

F 
I 

i 

I 

CB-CROON-12 



HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DWST 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

s o m  JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MILL RI) 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 16466 

CHARLES SALERNO and SUSAN SALERNO, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 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 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. KOSTRZ~WA, E&. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Charles Salerno and Susan Salerno 

New York, NY 10003 

\ FIL 
OCT 2 9 2012 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa BOX 480 
NEVV BRUNSVVICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  202 
HAMONTON, hw 

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, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 19780 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohier 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. 

DATED: Ne Brunswick, NJ &%W 

E g N K  ORTIZ, ESQ. 

Estate 'of Anthony Sirico, and Elizabeth Sirico, 
Individually 

New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
ttorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
lizabath Sirico, as Administratrix for the 

Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 4 
New Brunswick, New Je €&' 2 t  '12 700 Broadway 

50 ORDERED: 

OCT 292012 

- -- - -- - -- .- 



HOAOLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEY'S AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

MEW B R U N M ,  W 

SOLllH & R E Y  

W T E  202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

PO BOX 480 

mi IMLTSEY'S MILL RD 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 18280 

FRANCIS J. SMITH and BARBARA SMITH, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant , 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PQ Box 
New Brunswick, New jersey 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Francis J. Smith and Barbara Smith 

OCT 292012 

IllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllIIll 
CB-CROON-10 

- -. . - .  - . _- 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ROBERT RITUCCI and ANNE RITUCCI, Index No. 190124-2012 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

BURNHAM, LLC et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, Nfw York 
r 

Attorneys for Plaintqfs L/ 
700 Broadway 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L IC  
Three Gateway Center, 12t" Floor 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

OCT 2 9 2012 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 190124-2012 
ROBERT RITUCCI and ANNE RITUCCI, 

Plaint iff (s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
BURNHAM, LLC et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to  CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismi without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Attorneys for Pluintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 tinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpoiation, f/k/a Viucom Inc., successar by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

teway Center, 12'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



4 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8, 
DOWAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWCK,NJ 

S M H  JERSEY 
M1 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN E. KERN, 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 17868 

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. 

New ru swick, NJ q h 4  A2 DATED: 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWATESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48Q 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



r '  

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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMI BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, I\w 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11940 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

MONICA R. KOSTR&WA,&SQ. FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 4 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Angel Lamberty and Carmen Lamberty 

OCT 2 9 2012' 



4 

HOAQLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMr BRUNWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M 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: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN LAMBERTY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-100988 

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 plaintiff3 

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. K O S T R ~ ~ W A  ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, M 6  AN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, I-? ' F/Le& ttorneys for Plaintiffs, 
4ttorneys for Defendan 
(ohler Co. 0 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 484)~ 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey O S d  2 7 2072 

3 0  ORDERED: 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

gel Lamberty and Carmen Lamberty 

New York, NY 10003 

OCT 292012 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW B R U N W ,  NJ 

SOLtTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'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: 

TOMAS MALDONADO JR. AND ANGELINA 
MALDONADO 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 05-101375 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 
n 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MYAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP , 
Attornevs for Defendant. 

10 Broadway 

OCT 2 9 2012 

CB-BUTTON-4 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 

DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMIBRMSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 232 
HAMMONTQN, NJ 

MORAN, WT a 

PO BOX 4ao 

This Document Relates to: 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 13499 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK PECCI AND CHRISTINE PECCI 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: Ne Y rk, New York 
\&$t / 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, M O R ~ N  

Kohler Co. I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

Pecci and Christine Pecci 

ork, bJY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, ,@ 

40 Paterson Street - PO B& 480 
? 

OCT 292012 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PA'IERSON ST 
pa BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'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: 

FRANK PECCI AND CHRISTINE PECCI 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11622 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: t y  L y k N e w  York 

10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
rlew Brunswick, New Je-6 

$0 ORDERED: 

OCT 292012 

CB-BUTTON-1 



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

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

INDEX NO.: 190323/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. MCGUIRE and CONSTANCE 
MCG U I RE, 

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 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 runswick, NJ 
"I w7 !I 

-)IC. 

MONICA R. KOSTFJZEWA 
HOAGLAND, LON 

PAl-rI BURSHTYN, ESQ. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP I Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, nrc 2 7 2012 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - P w m m e w  York, NY 10003 

James E. McGuire and Constance McGuire 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 0 - y m  c 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 292012 



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: 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR. 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 02372 

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. 

DATED: /alQ&.v York, New York 

&wr6 J. BARR-SQ., LJ 
- 

HOAGLAND. LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Raymond Hodge, Sr. 

SO ORDERED: 

- - - -  



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

-. __-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

Index No,: 113471/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., be md the same are hereb 

costs. m 2 7  2012 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1.0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Benson, Gustave A. 

700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENJMRG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

, . . .  



COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

Index No.: 128019/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'IO: 

GERALD ARZIE and JUDITI 1 ANN ARZIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 3 UDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary udgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

0" - '"y 

J&ie B. Coober, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

v 

(21 2) 509-3456 

FILED i 
WT: 21 2012 

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

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 192012 
2082-1 I856 
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HOAGLAI 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD BOLES AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EUGENE E. BOLES, 

against 

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

- 

Go 
MAN, w k i  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOREVS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M M T S E Y ' S  MILL RD 
SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11642 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

L 

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

I.A.S. ,art 3 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

E cktDk5,ar 
DATED: New York, New Yor 

h 

Proposed Executor for the 
E. Boles , 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway 
-mmlpw2~w. 

N W  ?a:;t !+ \  A 
.. 

OCT 2 9 2012 



HOAGLAM), LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

#MI BRUNWCK, NJ 

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

pa BOX 4.80 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LlTlG AT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PATRICK W. LOWDEN, JR., AND 
PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-101357 

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:/&@kNew York, New York 

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

ttorneys for Plaintiff@), 

Lowden, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 2 9 2012 



HOAGLAND. LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

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

INDEX NO.: 04-105806 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KENNETH MELNICK, as Administrator for the 
Estate of MURRAY MELNICK, 

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 thl 

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 agains 

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

{&-/4 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohle r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New J 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Kenneth Melnick, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Murray Melnick 

50 ORDERED: 

COUPJTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NWYORK - 4 

OCT 2 9 2012 



HQACILAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
A T T W E Y S  AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMONTOW, Irw 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONNAMAE BARTON, as Executrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM N. BARTON, and DONNAMAE 
BARTON, Individually, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-102900 

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 againsi 

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

DATED: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 i 

F\L€D i ; 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Donnamae Barton, as Executrix for the Estate 
of William N. Barton, and Donnamae Barton, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: PFC: 1.7 2012 

OCT 2 9 2012 



-- 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS J. BIERONSKI JR. and PAMELA J. 
BIERONSKI, 

against 

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

. I  

HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTOW, W 

pa BOX 480 

INDEX NO.: 04-105612 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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.) 

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 agains 

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

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Stree 
New Brunswick, N 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Louis J. Bieronski Jr. and Pamela J. Bieronski 

New York, NY 100 

SOORDERED: ; 

OCT 2 9 2012 



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

HDAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
LIOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
N W  B R W W ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

4n PATERSON ST 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

TIMOTHY G. BIGGS as Administrator for the Estate 
of GEORGE T. BIGGS, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 03-1 17704 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 again: 

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

IATED: 

AONICA R. KOSTRZEWAYESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN- 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
Lo h le r Co . 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

> b l ,  

+ b  j 
FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Timothy G. Biggs as Administrator for the 
Estate of George T. Biggs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CB-CROON-5 

. . . . . 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

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

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  M2 
HAMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHELLE MC GRANN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

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 15705 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 Br nswick, NJ 
io\ \4 \2. 

/? 

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

- 
MONICA R. K O S T R ~ E ~ A ,  E&. 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Mlchelle Mc Grann, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Joseph G. Dufour 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FILE SOORDERED: . 
i 

OCT 2 9 2812 

CB-CROON-6 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4880 
NNVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, UI 

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 the 
Estate of JOSEPH GANISIN and JOSEPHINE E. 
GANlSl N, Individually, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 04-103796 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48p 
Vew B r u n p w i c k , m e o  I 

! 

PFC ?* 'I 2012 
50 ORDERED: 

DATED: Ne 6 unswick, NJ &\ \I# 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Josephine E. Ganisin, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Joseph Ganisin and Josephine E. 
Ganisin, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

CoUNTYcLEFlKSOF~ 
W Y O m  

OCT 2 9 2012 

- 1  - - _  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD N. RUBIN and RONNI RUBIN, 
: NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No(s).: 190451-1 1 

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

Defendants . 

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

plaintiffs' complaint . w$h prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 
c 0 l J N l Y - m  

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the s-y, dismissed --I with prejudice and without costs. 

4 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 
IJXENBERG, P,C. 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 

536-3900 

SO ORDERED, OCT 292012 



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

EMANUEL DI-BISCEGLIA and ANNA DI- 
BTSCEGLTA, : NYCAL 

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

: Index No(s).: 11 1593-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 
I 

FILED 
!* 

b k 
opposition thereto, r: 

ORDERED, that upbn notice to all co-defendants, 41 claims and cross claims against 

WI: $7 2912 defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are ere y, dismissed 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, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN MARQUART and MARY ANN 
MARQUART, : NYCAL 

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

: Index No(s).: 1 1 1624-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
x ......................................................... 

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 

opposition thereto, ! 

0. with prejudice, and there being no 
i 

* *  

cross claims against 

smissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
ew York, NY 10022-6030 

36-3900 

OCT 2 9 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



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

CHAIM ROITER and LEA ROITER, 
: NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No(s).: 11 1589-03 

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

Defendants. 

a b o v e - e p t i t l e d g i E D  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plainti& co e endant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 
* 

oppositiop thereto,r\F C 2 7 2012 
#o all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 



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

ELIZABETH SIRICO, as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of ANTHONY SIRICO and 
ELIZABETH SIRICO, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

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

: Index No(s).: 119780-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X _11________1_"__________________________~----~~-~~__~"~"~ 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, akd the b i s s s d  with prejudice and 

E 

without costs. 

1 
i 

- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 292012 



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

FRANCIS J. SMITH and BARBARA SMITH, : 
: NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No(s).: 1 18280-03 

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

Defendants. 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and thl smissed with prejudice and 

! Dated: 

wit 

- 

:bout costs. 

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

Att rneys for Defendant 
C r% NECO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

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

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 9 2012 



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

EDWARD JAMES YETTER, as Administrator : 
for the Estate of RONALD YETTER and JEAN : NYCAL 
YETTER, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1 16648-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ““<Tu ’ Luu KirstedAlford Kneis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, &&& cEm - Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway - 4 3 U N E C O .  

neys for Defendant - 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

---. SO ORDERED, 



TIMOTHY G. BIGGS, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of GEORGE T. 
BIGGS, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S, Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 117704-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X -----ll_-l------rl___---1--1----11---"--------------------~--- 

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 
(21 2) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

MARION S. BROADWAY, as Personal 

: NYCAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 30 

Representative for the Estate of MARION 
BROADWAY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

magainst- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

; Index No(s).: 110258-04 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ________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 

defendant CRANE CO. be, y, dismissed with prejudice 
a IC-' $.-7 LL 

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

and without costs. 

At rneys for Defendant 
C Ji NECO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

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



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

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

: 1,A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No(s).: 115214-03 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, an 

Dated: \\c ' ' 

, dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

s for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022-6030 

CT 292012 
SO ORDERED, 

costs. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratrix for : 
the Estate of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

Plaint iff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODlJCTS CO., et al., : 

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

Index No(s).: 11 5705-03 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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, d without costs. 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
cowcLmm -%ew York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



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

SUSAN R, FAUGHEY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of THOMAS 
J. FAUGHEY JR., 

: 

P 1 aint i ff( s) , 

Index No(s).: 113504-03 

: NYCAL 

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

magainst- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, 
X -----_________r____l____1_1____111______----------------- 

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 t ismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

s for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 29201t 



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

BILLIE RAE FULLER, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of ROY FULLER, : NYCAL 
and BILLIE RAE FULLER, Individually, : I.A,S. Part 30 

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

1 Index No(s).: 102134-04 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 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 

ismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-6030 - (212) 558-5500 
0 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 292012 



JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, as Executrix for the : 
Estate of JOSEPH GANISIN and JOSEPHINE : NYCAL 
E. GANISIN, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

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

: Index No(s).: 103796-04 

1 NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- 

; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

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

, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

*7 20'2 1 -j&&d 

wu-L @ Frank M. Ortiz, LY. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LC. 7 

.Ilvlu Kneis, Esq. 
TES LLP 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. NY 10022-6030 

53 6-3 900 

SO ORDERED, OCT 292012 



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

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN 
LAMBERTY, : NYCAL 

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

: Index No(s).: 100988-04 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X 111-_-1--1___1-1_-_-lr----------_-------------------"------ 

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 CR4NE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

by, di$missed with prejudice iL;o.9<i ; 

Frank M. biz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

and without costs. 

Att' neys for Defendant 
C 2 NECO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022-6030 

53 6-3 900 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 9 2012 



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

JAMES SANTACROCE SR. and BEVERLY 
SANTACROCE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 1 17445-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., : 

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, an 

Dated: 

, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & L U X E N B E R ~ ,  P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022-6030 

599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 



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

CARMELLA M. SCHUMACHER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of GEORGE R. 
SCHUMACHER and CARMELLA M. : NYCAL 
SCHUMACHER, Individually, 

: 

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

: Index No(s).: 11 1912-03 
Plaintiff( s) , 

-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 CFOSS claims against 

th prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

f 
New Yorki NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler nc-1 JL 7 



THOMAS CARROLL and ROSETTA CARROLL, : 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106364-03 

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 

plaintiff's' 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. 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



THOMAS CARROLL and ROSETTA CARROLL, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

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

-against- : Index No,: 100232-03 

A . 0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

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

plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i m p  11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
' !? 7 2n17 

defendant CRANE CO. be, 

Dated: \a\\?\ \S 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Y 

/ 

New York, New York ' , 

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

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

(212) 558-5500 

.. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K l & n i i t l e r  

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

' NYCAL 
: 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

BEATRICE SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, part 3o 

: Index No.: 126765-02 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND : ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - _ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ * ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~  

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 
b 

defendant CRANE CO. be/, and t 

D a t e h  L * \ \ q \ \ d  

dismissed with prejudice 

I -  

and without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, 
WEITZ & LUXE-k Nwym .- .-K*& GATES LLP 

- ---n- u r ~ m s r  Aiiord Kneis, Esq 

Attorneys for Plaintiffts) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 

New York; NY 10022 (212) 558-5500 
< = - / I  (212) 5%-:3,900 

['F 1 eitler 



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

X 11"**1___*___*_*__*__--1------1--"---"--"------------"------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM A. MATICE and SUSAN MATICE, : 1,A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X --l___f-___l_ll_-_ll_--I--r---------------------------------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hoii. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 107401-02 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et ELI., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTTON AND ORDER .. Defendants. I .  

WHEREFORE, defeiidunt CRANE CO. hereby requests siimmary judgiiieiit in the 

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

plaintiffs' coiiiplnint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEIXED, that upon notice to all co-defeiidaiits, all claims and cross claims agaiiisl 

u d x r k b ~ ,  disinissed with preiudice and withoi defendant CRANE CO. be, and 

W EITZ 6r LUX 

# 

lford Kneis, Esq. 
TES LLP 7 

'- -- Ajdrneys for Defendant / 
700 Broadway (%ANE CO. / 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 10022-GO3 0 

SO ORDERED, 

.It costs . 

&I 

OCT 2 8 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

CAROL RUFFUS, as Administratrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
ARNOLD BENEDETTO, JR,, and EDNA MAE : I.A.S. Part30 
BENEDETTO, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

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

: Index No.: 1 15368-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

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 
/ 

, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates To: 

EMTLIO J. DI FABIO, JR. and JOAN M. DI 
FABIO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

Index No: 1 13640-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled cases, 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, 

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

ith prejudice and without costs. 
# 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and t 

WEITZ & LUXE 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOHN G. CUNDY and ROBERTA CUNDY, : 
: NYC 

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

-against- : lndex No(s).: 1 15209-03 

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

Defendants, 

X -___-________-_1_1_1_____I_______________---------------- 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

ce and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022-6030 

599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

LOUIS M. RAMOS and ALICE RAMOS, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part30 

: Index No(s).: 11 1589-03 - -against- . .. - 

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

Defendants. 

X -___1"__---"_______"_r----I--"------------------------------ 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



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

DONNOMAE BARTON, as Executrix for the : 

1 NYCAL Estate of WILLIAM N. BARTON and 

: I.A.S. Part 30 DONNOMAE BARTON, Individually, 

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

: Index No(s),: 102900-04 

-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 

nd without costs. 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

OCT 2 8 2012 SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10 1653104 

Harry Rober 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F r a n k m i z j  Es'q. 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 New York, NY lOOwc 2 7 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 452-5300 
C o u M Y c L E R K g ~  

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HARRY E. BROWN and PHYLLIS BROWN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

BELL & GOSSETT CO., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 

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

Index No: 190415/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\*\\r ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 ~~~~ York, NY 10016 

m G E R  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
h! 2 7 2012 Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 - WYmK (212)452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

ocr 2 8 



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

CONSTANCE MATTESON as personal representative 
For the Estate of LEONARD J, PUSC and LORRAINE 
A. PUSC as spouse, 

X -"--------~..~.r-rr---"----~"~---"---"-~*-----"--""---""----------~------ 

Plain tiff 6 , 

- against - 

Index No. I I3814106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUlVrMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
To SARCO CQMPANY, INC., et al 

Defendants. 
x -u-rrrr--.l---rr------3--------------~-------------~------~----------~--- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abave-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectian 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Sarco Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there 

being no oppositlon thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cTos8 

claims against defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
to Sarco Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: 

es Walsh Slater LLP 
360 Lexington 

. New York, New York , Individually and 
Sarc6, Inc. 
21 I 

(21 2) 986-2233 

White Plains, NY 
Tel: 91 4-385-6000 
F ~ x :  914-385-6060 

OCT 2 8 2012 Sa Ordered: 



RECEIVED. 

Plaint iff s, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
COPES-VULCAN, INC.et al., 

Defendants. 

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

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

m 3 ,2012 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh & Slater LLP 

0- 
Padi Burshtyn, Fsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

Fl LED Aitorneys for Defendant 

*'I2 White Plains, NY 10601 

New York, New York 10003 CDP ES-VU LCAN , I N C . 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 "' ' 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

wm cL6RIcs Fax: 91 4-385-6060 m- . _ .  



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

ELLEN HANNA, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE R. HANNA, and ELLEN MANNA. 

Index No.: 190095-12 

Individually, 

Plain tiffs, 

- against - 
SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., COPES-VULCAN, 
INC. et al., 

Defendants. 
X _1___-_____-_____1--___1_1______1____1_1----"-------"---_--_------""---- 

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

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

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White- Plains, New York 

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

?b6 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Hodges Walsh Stater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: Fax: 9 1 4 - 3 8 5 - 6 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  914-385-606 

COPES-VULCAN, I NC. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 1 1938/03 

Harry Sadler 
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 l o  all co-defendants, all claims and CTOSS claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(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: 

Harry Sadler 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1938103 

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 

-- -- 
Attorneys for Dana C o m E B L p  YAVITZ & BL 

116 East 27th Street, 1 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 > f  

(212) 558-5500 

, .-/ 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 3 8 7012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William Regan 
lMlr 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13229/04 

NO OPPOSITION S RY 1 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" complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no apposition 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. 

A n  Dated: New York, New York 
/ d / / y ; c 2 0  12 

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: 

William Regan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13229/04 

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 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
! 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith p/ 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 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15209/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Cundy 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/Qh@012 

/ r&&J&&&q . f i c - \ . - W w \ L ,  Judith DARGEld2RI#FfA@o~U, A. a M ,  Esq./Craig Blau Esq. LLP 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for ed 
700 Broadway 116 Ea~t .27 '~  S et, oor 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

OCf 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Cundy 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15209/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhxAR 
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 , * 

i FILED hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, i 

Dated: New York, New York 
/q&2012 

m * -- 
q s q .  - iT:* F6w-d I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18094/03 

Dominic Scotto 
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 

there t 0, 

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 -2 , 2012 

: FLED 
! n DEC 2 7  2012 

Fr& Or&, 'Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 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: 

Harry Rober 

NYCAL 

(Heitler,, J.) 
Index No: 10 1653/04 

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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 -a 

Frak-Ortiz; Esq. 
- 

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

v r  s, 7 2012 

N W r n K  .&_+ Y 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

OCT 2 a 2012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: I 18094/03 

Dominic Scotto 
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 

EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street. 12th Floor 

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

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

DEC 21 2012 

SO ORDERED, C w ? m ~ W ~ ~  
L N E W - .  



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

n 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT CALDER 

Index No. 105067/99,101459/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * /&,2012 

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

n 

SO ORDERED, 

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

Dated: 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 
_- 

Index No. 104310/07 

JOSEPH COYLE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: fl,QT I 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS A. DIMAGGIO 

Index No. 103970/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: OCT 2 8 2012 



. .  . . .. .. . . .... - .. . . . . 

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 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT F. DOWNES 

__  
Index No. 102983107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

-cI 1 

FrankOrtlz,Esq 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC‘ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 n 

SO ORDERED, s r d Dated: 
4%. S h e m e i n H e i t l e r  



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

I 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 105685/01 

VINCENT FOLEY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are 

and without costs. 

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

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

ik d o r k ,  New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

50 Broadway, Suite 600 

/1-0285 

Dated: 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD FORD 

Index No. 102454/01,101904/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

& BRADLEY, LLC 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

EARL M. GARRETT 

Index No. 121704/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

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

MALjeBY & BRADLEY, LLC 

(212) 558-5500 

150 Brbadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

_- 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

_- 
IN FU3 NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No. 106649102 

JAMES McKINNEY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A .  

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

M-Bk & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSE RIVERA 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190208/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
von Oiste, Esq. 

KARST & VON OXSTE LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Certainreed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 121h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(28 1) 970-9988 (212) 452-5300 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES PETERSON 

.- 
Index No. 109411/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~- 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, x& 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN RISIO 

Index No. 102119/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 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 

and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

K l a  Heitler I_ Dated: -12 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY RUPNICK 

Index No. 112047/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

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

lSO’Broadway, Suite 600 
&w York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, =Q-8 2012 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

_- 
This Document Relates to: Index No. 102328107 

DOMINIC S. SMARRO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

and without costs, 

Dated: New ewYolrk DfC 27 28v 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, OCT 2 8 2012 



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

._ 

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

,. _ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107567/03 

JAN SMID NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals C o v a n y ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I 

Dated: New York,New York! 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

&BRADLEY,LLC 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

_ _  
rNRE NEW YORK CITY 

AS BE S TO S LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos.: 190207-12 

HELENE STEWART 
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. FILED 
DFC 27 2012 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Helen Stewart Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1-4285 

SO ORDERED, 

2 8 2012 



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: 

FREDERICK MACK 

'= 

Index Nos.: 11 1594-03,112207-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attomeys*for Plaintiff 
Frederick Muck 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

MALABY & BIIADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 I 2) 79 1-0285 

-.- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

OCT 2 8 20!Z 



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

I __  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD BIVENS 

__  
Index No. 102565/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds 

and without costs. 

e"same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
t 

WEITZ & LUX EN BERG,^ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

An 

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

This Document Relates to: 
1- 

Index No. 101286107 

DAVID M. BOTTOM NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 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 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broakway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

x 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN P. MUXIE 

’. 
Index No. 11 1589/03,112084/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

t heret 0, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and 

costs. 

y disbissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Stephen P. Muxie 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

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

Dated: 

. . Y 5;; 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 110637/2005 

DEANICE DONEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN STASKO SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

A 
cz/_L IT ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Stasko, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New Y a k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~  CLERKS m o r k ,  New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
wpd 27 201%orse Diesel, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 Nw+yQW (212) 791-0285 



. -  

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

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD M. MUELLER 

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

Index No. 116057/05 

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 FILED defendant Morse Diesel, Inci, be 

costs. : 
? 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC -- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

Donald M. Mueller 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

n 

SO ORDERED, 4 Dated: 



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

1. -~ 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
_ _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 108950/01 

GERMAN0 A. KUHN 
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., b 

costs. 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys*for Defendant 
Germano Kuhn Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 n (212) 558-5500 

Hon. S& 



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

.- 
INRE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONSTANTINE KOUTSAKIS 

Index No. 108521/04 

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, y dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. Nkw York t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. \\ 
Altorneys for Plaintiff 
Constantine Koutsakis 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, 



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

X 

1N RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 102349/05 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

DAVID M. TOBIN and MONICA R. TOBIN 

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, disniissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defcndant 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 arid without 

costs. 

A // / 

i b a z  Northcraft, Esq. Rosario Chetta. Esu. 
- 1  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys, for PIuint$(i) 
Duvid M. Tohin and Monicu K. Tohin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys, for Defendunl 
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 YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

<- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT MONTELEONE 

A- 

Index No, 104312/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Meials C 

and without costs. 

same b e  hereby dismissed with prejudice 

t 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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



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

._ ~~ ~- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES O’BRIEN 

Index No. 100316/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MAVABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
W B r o a d w a y ,  Suite 600 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED \-.’cT 9 Q 
Y V L  



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 19987/03 

ANGEL0 T. GENTILE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the y dishissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

OCT 2 8 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No,: 11 1938/03 

~ 

HARRY SADLER, 

Plain tiff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon , n g k a E B  o all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ismissed with prejudice and without casts Defendant, Weil-McLain be and 

to either party. I 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

-I.7- 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190267/20 10 

CORDELL J, BELLACH, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant H,S, FAIRI[IELL, INC., hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant H.S. FARRELL, INC, with 

prejudice, and there being no oppasition thereto, 

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

issed with prejudice and without costs. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

212-986-2233 H.S. FARRELL, INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite I100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

2465996 OCT 2 8 2012 



JAMES E. MCGUIRE and 
CONSTANCE MCGUIRE 

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

Index No: 190323-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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 

l-_l____"_lll______r_--II-----------------------------------"-" 

thereto, ' A *  , 
t 

ORDERED, that upon n dants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant MANNINGTON 

and without costs. 

Dated: 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

OEC 2 7  2012 

C o u H N c L E F R K f s ~  O b  2- , 2012 m y m  
New York, New York 

- 
Patt9 L. Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

140 Broadway, 46fh Floor 
New York, NY 10005 I n Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, Inc. 



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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

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

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon 

defendant MANNINGTON MI 

all claims and cross claims against 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without cos@. I P V  2 7  2012 

Bean Belasky, Esq. J o ~  S. Howarth, Esq. 
W~LBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46fh Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

BELLUCK & FOX 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs n Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

.- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
1. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No.:123161-02 

HORACE LEO CAYEN 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 with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

?Z?.z%L7%& 
Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq. d 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Horace Leo Cuyen 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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



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

.- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY G. CHESKA 

lndex Nos.: 110259/04 
1 11642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

,. 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Scction 32 12, disinissing plaintiffs 

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
IWALARY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Altnrneys, for Defindml 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys. for Plaintif 
Anthony G. Cheska 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

._ 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH SALERNO and CAROLYN SALERNO, TndexNo. 190133/12 

-V.- 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al., including, 
VIKING PUMP, INC. 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice : to :WED a claims and cross claims against 

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
DEC 2 7  ?m! 

-cmKs OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

w,b- 
GWDeMar io ,  Esq. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Viking Pump, Inc. 

New York, New York 10 167 
Attorneys,fiw Plaintifj. Attorneys f i r  Defindmt 
Joseph Sulerno, et ul. 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

INRE NEWYORKCITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No. 190360-12 
X 

MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

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

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) . 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MET-PRO CORPORATION, on behalf of its DEAN PUMP 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against DEAN PUMP DIVISION, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

DEAN PUMP DIVISION, be and prejudice and without costs. 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LL 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
MET-PRO CORPORATION, on 
behalf of its DEAN PUMP DIVISION 
150 Broadway - Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

QCT 2 8 ZO'' 



Index No. 105245-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaint iff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 F\thW dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

Dated: New York, New York pfC 21 2012 

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

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys*for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 1 2) 506- 1 700 

SO ORDERED, 

'I , *J I z82Qlz 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 
84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER ON BEHALF OF 
DEFENDANT ENGLERT, INC. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Englert, Inc., formerly known and incorrectly named 

as Englert Metals Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint and all 

amendments to the complaint against Englert, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

against defendant Englert, Inc. be, and the sarqe are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant Englert, Inc. 
7 Times Square 
New York, NY 10036-73 11 
(212) 29- . ,  

SO ORDERED: 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102900/04 

WILLIAM N. BARTON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. FILED i 
Dated: nFC 2 7  2012 

Ne-ork, New York 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 

SO ORDERED, o ~ l  2a201Zl 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 117704/03 

GEORGE T. BIGGS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

OFtDERED, that upon notice ia lefendants, all claims and cross claims against 
I 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be eby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
-F\L= " I '  

"12 
I 

N e n o r k ,  New YCQF 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

_ I  

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 115214/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES W, DIETRICH, 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

all claims and cross claims against 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u 

Defendant, Weil-McLain 

to either party. 

Dated: 

with prejudice and without costs 

Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
, "' 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 103796/04 

JOSEPH GANISIN, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition there to, 
J 

ORDERED, that upon n 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and t 

ants,k11 claims and cross claims against 

smissed with prejudice and without costs 
t 

to either party. 
DIC 27 2012 

Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXE SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., & d., 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

are hkeby dismissed with prejudice and RrFD j 
against Georgia-Pacific L 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DFC 2 7  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBER@,WV CLE~WFHZ DASKAL EMERY LLP NF'& V?mktt 

l d  / l o /  /L 

Attorneys for Plaintiff orneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Lawrence G. Lee, 
By: By: 

Adam S. Dreksler, Esq. 

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 s 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry I%n Heit&, J S C .  

/---. 



Plaintifqs), 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. 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 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 

t ,  

q S p 2  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

COVNTy a€ew OFACE 

A-yQRu . 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
OCT 2 8 2012 



A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS co,, a 4. i 

WHFREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goadyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintirf's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and aoodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby; 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl cl&ims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Goqdyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed 

ore 2 7  2012 lOr[Ca[/& 
Dated: New Yorlc, w o11c 

SIWL EMERY LLP 
& Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

264 West 40Lh Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New YorIc 
8 1  

1 

SO ORDERED: 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 116466/03 

CHARLES SALERNO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. , LF\\IED $ 3  , ; 
L 

DEC 87 2012 
Dated: I 0 I ,2012 

New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 17445/03 

JAMES SANTACROCE, SR,, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party. 
missed with prejudice and without costs 

I 

Dated: I 0 13 a 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 1912/03 

GEORGE R. SCHUMACHER, 

Plaintiff($), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al,, 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all F#r&,@airn.; and cross claims against 

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

to either party. 2 7  2012 

- c L E R l c s m  -- mvwow ,. "y 
Dated: l d a a  ,2012 

~~~ 

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 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
00 

SO ORDERED, 

[,/ 1 I' 2 8 2~~~ 



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

Index No.: 1 180904/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DOMINIC SCOTTO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

issed:with prejudice and without costs 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the FkE@ 
to either party. 

2 7  2012 
Dated: 10 1 2 2  ,2012 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ANTHONY S. HEITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 190136/12 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, 

costs. 

e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

JS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP JOSEPH P. WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
245 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10 167 

77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
2 12.232,1300 212.668.1 122 
File No. 1863.28523 

."- 

SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. She&d in Heitler 

48224379-7008 1 \ 
/ 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

Index No.: 19046211 1 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 codefendants, 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 
&+#cb  I3 ,2012 

New York, New Yo 
w.York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 

' 
of the State of New York 

I 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LL 

without costs . 
Dated: New York, New York 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i O l 4  12 DFC 2 7  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBER@IWWXERIP~Q~ DASKAL EMERY LLP 
YOfl'ScAttorneys for efendant Georgia-Pacific LLC R Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
David A. Chandler, Esq. 

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 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X ________- - - - - - - - - -____L______________  

This Document Relates to: 
George Gdowski and Anne11 Gdowski, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 111962/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _____________-------l______l_l_______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario Et DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., wtth prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims agains rio & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with and without costs. 

Dated: 

/ .  
Mychael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
George G d o w s k i  and Anneli Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Gdowski Inc. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 44 Wall Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005 

( 2 1 2 )  732 -2000  
Our File No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 1  

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

r FkED This Document Relates,to: 
Joseph E .  Bruns and Cblia 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - OEC 'E7 2012 

I A.C. Et S . ,  Inc . ,  et a l . ~ ~ ~ F ~ E  
NEWYORK 

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

Index No.: 110330/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

t., Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated; New York, New York 
/ ? I  23 , 2 0 1 2  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph E .  Bruns and C e l i a  B r u n s  Mario & DiBono  Plastering Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Street 

New York, New York 10005 
-2.000 

10924-6656 



I 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYCAL __--_- l - - l - -__l - l_ l t - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _______________________ll____l_l_l__l_ 

This Document Relates to: Index NO.: 190104/11 
MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY JUDQMFNT 
MOTTON AND ORDER 

Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al., 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM CORPORATION, individually an 

as successor-in-interest to Federal Boiler and Radiator Co 

('BURNHAM") , hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulea Sectio 

§3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against  defendan 

BURNHAM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims a nt BURNHAM, be dismissed 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New Y q k ,  N p r  w Y &I 2012 
2012 

0cr"pIcL 
h! EN YORK 

E r i c  V. Ceearo, Esq. 
L e v y  Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attarneya far Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Minas Geoxgopoulos Burnham Corpora ti on 
8 0 0  Third  Avenue - llth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005 

44 Wall Street - 15eh Floor 

-<- 
(212) 732-2000  

le No.: 11084-2713 

So Ordered: 

I 



SUPREME URT F THE STATE 1 F JEW 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

RK 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190119/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden Buffalo Inc., hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Howden Buffalo Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Towden Buffalo Inc. ,. be 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New 
-1 

Darron b - d  qui@, Esq. 
The Lanier Law Firm, PL 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs for Defendant 
Thomas Houston and E l l e n  
Houston 44 Wall Street 
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 1 0 0 2 2  ( 2 1 2 )  732-2000 

Our File No.: 11231-148 

So Ordered: 



7 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ - - - l _ _ - _ _ _ l l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - - - - - - - - -____________________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
Fred D'Ambrosio, as Personal 
Representative f o r  the Estate of Angela 
D' Ambrosio , 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NY CAL 
Z.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 118438/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed wi F*!DcI without costs, 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Fred D'Ambrosio, as Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
Representative f o r  the Estate Inc. 
of Angela D'Ambrosio 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _________-_-------I_I________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Eugene W. Boles, as Executor for the 
Estate of Eugene E. Boles, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 116099/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with R k E B w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: New York, 2 New York 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Eugene W. Boles, as Executor Mario & DiBono  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
f o r  the E s t a t e  of Eugene E .  Inc. 
Boles 44 Wall Street 
700  Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

0.: 10924-2553 

So Ordered: 

OCT 2 8 2012 



- 
9 .  

. - . . ... .. . 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Veda M. Duell, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Albert 
Duell , 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 110260/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. . -. . . .- . . . . - - - .. . . -. -. . . .- . - . .- . . . . . . .. . . .- 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
;.' 

Inc., be dismissed wjth g \ t E D i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y rk 
b 

/Q/b ! 

&&z& 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Veda M. Duell, I n d i v i d u a l l y  and Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
as Executrix for the Estate of Inc. 
Albert Duell 44  Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 2 )  732-2000 

N Q . :  10924-4197  

So Ordered: 

. ... 

- 



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

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., 

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

Index No.: 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against Plastering Co, 

Inc., be dismissed with pr  hout costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff torneys f o r  Defendant 

A r z i e  Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 44  Wall Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005 

Mario & DiBono  Plastering Co. 

Q .  : 10924-2264  

So Ordered: 

2 82012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ___-_____- - -____-_-__________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Susan O'Reilly, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Raymond 
E. Kellogg, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., 

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

Index No.: 117869/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant, Mario & DiBono Plast 
r 

.ering 

Inc. , be dismissed with brej 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Susan O ' R e i l l y ,  as Persona Mario & D i B o n o  P las t e r ing  C o .  
Representative for the E s t a t e  Inc. 
of Raymond E .  Kellogg 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 732-2000 

9 . ;  1 0 9 2 4 - 2 7 0 4  

OCT 2 8 2  So Ordered: 

co . 

12 



a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NY CAL - - - -____-- - - - - - - - - - -_________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X ________--l - l__________II____________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121518/03 
Susan Norris, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Monroe 
H. Evans, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaiint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co F \ L E n r e - j u d i c e ,  and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 
PFC 2 7  2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to & co-defendants, all claims 
and cross claims against w&%t Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

couw a€- 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o s y ,  New York 
, 2 0 1 2  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Susan Norris, as Personal Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
Representative for the Estate Inc. 
of Monroe H. Evans 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 

e No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 3 2 0 2  
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  1 2 )  7 3 2 - 2 0 0 0  

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 plaintiffs 

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 & 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C . 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 

Y, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 

_r-----__________l"_______________r_____--------_~"~---------------~~~-- X (Heitler , J. ) 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No. 
MARION BROADWAY 11 1941/03 

1 1025 8/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x __r"__------_______l_l_lrr____________l_----------------~--------------- 

______I______________I__________________--------_~"--------------~~----- X AUGUST 2012 FIFO 

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. 
i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C:. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 essor in Interest to 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



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 plaintiffs 

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. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
1 

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 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM N, BARTON 

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 plaintiffs 

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. 

& McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
7QQBroadway. TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

DAVID CURTISS 

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. 

1 7  
Dated: Albertson, New York 

\.o / \ \  ,2012 

MES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 
TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC . , 

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 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JAMES W. MC DONALD (Deceased) 

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

Index No 
105389/02 

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 plaintiffs 

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 

CONSTRUCTION CO., 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DEC e7 to12 Dated: Albertson, New York 
\fa\\\ ,2012 

& McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

torneys for Defendant 
TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Beth Needel, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Elias Gaffen, 

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

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: lL1592/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and. Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaint 

DiBono Plastering 

opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that 

defendant 

and there 

fendants, a 1 

Mario & 

being no 

.1 claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Phan AlGarado, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
B e t h  N e e d e l ,  as Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
Representative for the E s t a t e  Inc. 
of Elias Gaffen 44 Wall Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York, New York 10005 
New York, New York 10003 

e No.: 10924-1686 

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 plaintiffs 

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 an 

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. 
0 I.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 11507 

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 plaintiffs 

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., dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 

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

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, I 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 HOLDING mb&,Q in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 
TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

---Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 
. .  . . I  

defendant, TTV REALTY HOL 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be 

essor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

2 8 2012 



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 HOLDIN 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

or in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

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, 



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 plaintiffs 

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 S y e s s o r  in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION Ch. ,  IN 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

rneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 plaintiffs 

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. I be an b ismissed with prejudice and without costs. I) FkEQ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broiidway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Ibertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

nCT 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__________l___r__--------------~~~~~~~~-----------------~"~~~~~--------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH G. DUFOUR 1 15705/03 

X _------__________-____r_______________ll-------------------------"------ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_____________r_---------------~"~~~-----------------~~~~~--------------- x AUGUST 2012 FIFO 

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 plaintiffs 

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, 

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

uccessor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, IN 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. b F\&Q. eby dipissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 an 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
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 
(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 F k E Q s e d  with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

LU. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 missed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

S & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 
V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U, Willets Road 

-A€bertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 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 F # & E , e s e d  prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 zo12 



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 & 

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 

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 plaintiffs 

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., IN& be a 

! 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

orneys for Defendant 
V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 2 8 2012 



. . .  

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 SucceRor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., T I N C .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

S & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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 sarn with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

MERS & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(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. b by dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,. ., . 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

S & McMANUS 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
+" 200 I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 

CONSTRUCTION CO., 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

y dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JAMES EDWARDS 
AIIMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ertson, New York 11507 
.U. Willets Road 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES W. CALLINAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108898-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, be dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dccsa+49 ' O I 2 3 \  1 -L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

WJ 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113232-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, 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. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT 2 8 2012 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN JUX NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL MARTINEZ, 
Phintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(RON. SHERRY KLEIN HEXTLER) 

INDEX NO,: 190421/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys far Plahti 
350 Sth Avenue, Suite 7 
New York, New York 1 g& 1 8 7 2012 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

(212) 267-3700 (21 2) 227-7878 
- U E ~ o m C E  

SO ORDERED; w--- 

,L, P,C. 



__ 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE CARLEY and HARRIET 
CARLEY, his wife; 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VB. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190048/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Thermal Engineering International, Inc., requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Thermal Engineering International, Inc with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Thermal Engineering Inter the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice without costs. 

Kevin Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
1 10 William Street 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 267-309 1 

DEC 27 w 2  . 
> 4  

Thermal Engineering International, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DUANE ERPCKSON, 
Plaintiff@), 

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

YS. 

NYCAL 
LAOS, Part 30 
(WON. SHEFtFtY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 190333-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEMFORE, def'eutdtmt, Riley Power, lnc., rcqucsts surrmzaryjudpent in the abavmntitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and c r m  claims against 

defendant, Riley Power, Inc,, be and the issed with prejudice without casts. 

nrc 2 7  2012 
Qdkd. Ldz73)tz 

-.Wa 111 I _.- 

KARST & von QISTE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
19500 State Highway 249 
Houston, Texas 77070 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(281) 970-9988 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: -- 

7 16802 



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

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW J. VENIER AND 
PATFUCIA VENIER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190145/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all d cross claims against 

ismissed with prejudice defendant, Turner Construction Company, 

without costs. 

Kevin Berry, Esq. J 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26* Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 267-3091 

DfC 21 2012 I 

Attorneys for Turner Construction Company 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

2 8 2012 



Plaintiffs, Index No. : 108950-2001 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  Inc. et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _____---_ll_-------fl_________l_________"----------~--------~-------~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUEkA HEAT TRANSFER LLC hereby request summary 
judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF 
CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ts all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT OF CONNELL-LIMITED 
PARTNERSHlP s/h/a nissed 
with prejudice and with 

Dated: Alberts n, New Y* QpZ\ ,2012 " 7012 I 

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

same are hereby disi 

L 

, ESQ 
,MANUS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
Our File No. : ESZ 02030 FAC 

SO ORDERED, 



I RECEIVED OCT fl 4 2012 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________---------~~-------------------- 

WHEIREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF COMVELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YCTBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC hereby request summary 
judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant kTUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF 
CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT SION OF CONNELL-LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUIBA: HEA 
with prejudice and without costs. 

be and the same are hereby dismissed 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C . DEC 27 2012 AI,IMUTY, CEMERS 6L. ~ I C ~ I A N U S  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 i, ~ O R K  Partnership Limited 

Attorneys for Defendant 
t awIHtv c ~ R m  oF#&!jb Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
Our File No. : ESZ 02030 FAC 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants 
X _____-_r_____------_____________lr______------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EX-FM, INC. flkla FISCHBACH & MOORE, INC., 
hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant EX-FM, INC. flkla 
FISCHBACH & MOOW, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EX-FM, INC. f/k/a FISCHBACH & MOORE, INC., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.- 

D m I E L  P. BLOUIN, ESQ. 

700 Broadway .. 1 I 

FRANK A. CECERKESQ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
EX-FM, INC. f/k/a FISCHBACH & 
MOORE, INC 

so ORDERED, 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson,;New R$O‘50’ 
Our File No. : T 



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, T"TV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejqdice and without costs. 

WJ UKUCKEJJ, \ Y \ , T  Y / 
Hon. Sherry Klei;j/Heitler 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
b i  \Q 3 2012 

b *xu, *P! p *^ 

\ . > #  <J? 
*. Y I 

I *  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 as Successor in Interest to 

V REALTY HOLDINGS, INC . , 

TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., as Successor in Interest to 

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

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornevs for Plaintiffs 

TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., 
as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ertson, New York 11507 
) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IRVING KLINGSBERG, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 116829-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

NLED , I i 
->. D IT-~ I I~  I 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys far DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 2 8 1012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS KINSELLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108806-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

D d ( .  I %3 l,z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: OCT 2 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT H. KILLIAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105606-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

--psk.d! ~QL-3 l t z  FILED i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: OCT 2 8 2012 



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

II 
IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER T. KANE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102379-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DE Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with'prejudice without costs. 

!' FIcED ! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

I lCT 2 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THEODORE W. HEINTZ, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, In 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115312-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, requests summary judgment in the ab ve-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

I 

* 
/ 

b a [  ' O / U  I l S  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

n 

SO ORDERED: 

QCT 2 8 2012 



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

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINIC J. ELAFUO, 

(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 111237-03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

$KED ; defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

DEC 2 7  812 

COUNtYCLeRrnOFFlCE 
NEWYOFlK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 2 8 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW DOYCHK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 105654-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are her ejudice without costs. 

po3.t19-s ( O l . c 3 I , z  

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

&o-=$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1780-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be a rk#&EB disiissed with prejudice without costs. 
I 

! 
1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT A. LOWE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110194-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Tnc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre REED ; 

1. rb123/\z 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

/ 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LATTANZIO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108781-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with Gejudi 
b 

I 

-Pa ', (473 I I ' L  

Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

Hon. w l e i n  Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100923-03 BEVEFUY M. WEBSTER, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

are hereby dismissed with 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

1 INDEX NO.: 100855-03 ELMONT E. WARDELL, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

are hereby dismissed with 

McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



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

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT WLATES TO: 

DOMINICK SODANO, 
Plaint iff(s), 

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

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLElN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105144-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE$ defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

-4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

arc hereby dismissed with ' dice without costs. 

t: FILED 

McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE FUSO, JR., 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105151-03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

same are hereby dismissed with pr ice without costs. 

FILED 

M~NEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. O'ROURKE, SR., 
Plain tiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEtN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100908-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositipn thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an L g c l a i m s  against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic ' d  

I 

0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO G. PALMER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100904-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

: * <  

. ~ . ,  
-? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

are hereby dismissed with prej 

McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



I 

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

II 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM MOSTOW, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, In 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103643-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

I 

defendant, DE Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice wi 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TYRRELL T. MOW, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11323 1-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DE Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same 

0. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT J. MIRRA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108780-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same a 

p&!A-c-& &slrZ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DE Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER J. URBANIK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100915-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

McNEII ,L, P.C. 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 2 8 2012 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILBUR W. SMITH, 
Plaintiff( s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108586-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Incr, be eby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK < 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH RUSSO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

I INDEX NO.: 102105-03 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

I 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHAMP ROBERTS, INDEX NO.: 105149-03 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
0 

ORDERED, that "pot) notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., missed with prejudice without costs. 
i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

I m 2 7  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATER RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RF,LATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. WARSZNITER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108209-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be 

- Q h q ,  I (Z  

I >  

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



536.16391/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-Xanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable 'Sherr'y Klein Heitler 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN E. KERN, Deceased, 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 111939/03 
117868/03 

(Augusc 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant ~ I J n M  

;ame are hereby dismisse UIIU V V L L - I I V U L  bUDLiS * 

nveyor Corporation, be and the 

X n i 4  t .~;thhllt-  ---t- 

, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B o x  4 3 8  



536.17926/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

hereby 

T h i s  document relates to: 

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

(Honorable 

WGEL LAMBERTY, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS.  

: Index No.: 

Sherry Klein Heitler) 

111940/03 
100988 /04  

: (August 2012 Monthly FIFO 
: Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t al., 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

Trial 

Iivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 , dismissing plaintiff ' 2  

'omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t 1  

rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to co'defendants, all claims anc 

onveyor Corporation, be and the 

7 

dEITZ & LUXENBERG Tr +Q ir  GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
ittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
dew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B o x  438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

io ORDERED, 
Honorableher$/ Klein Heitler 



536.17927/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

PATRICK W. LOWDEN, JR. 
Deceased, 

Index No, : 101357/04 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

(August 2012 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

same are hereby dismisse 

rJEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Yttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
\Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

30 ORDERED, 



536.18576/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ROBERT C. McDONALD, Deceased, 

rossclaims against defendan 

ame are hereby dis 

ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

YORK 

9 0  ORDERED, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 111940/03 
111778/04 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
It al., 

Defendants. 

(August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebi 

yequests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff'E 

!omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

brejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

rp Klein Heitler 



536.18526/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM J. REGAN, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 111940/03 
111795/04 
11322 9 / 0 4  

(August 2012 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebl 

'equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

'omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wi.Lh 

rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

ame are hereby dismissed 

East HanoveS, New Jersey 

, GAROFATJO 

ittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
J e w  York, New York 10003 united Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 



536.17931/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates t o :  

HARRY P. ROBER, Deceased, : Index No.: 101653/04 

Plaintiff, : (August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial. 
: Group) 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
ot al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant, Ur; 

GARRITY, GRfiHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
' \  t, 

EITZ & LUXENBERG 
ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  

ver, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.17239/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

HARRY SADLER, Deceased, : Index No.: 111938/03 

Plaintiff, : (August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPO D#y7N7n12 : NO OPPOSITION 
It al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
Defend- C.LERm ~m YORK ~ I -1 ..+-* 

WHEREFORE , defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, Alereby 

7equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t c  

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

)rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ATED : 
ast 

ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway 
sw York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 



536.17556/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES SALERNO, : Index No.: 116466/03 
n1 - 1 - L  2 L L  I _  Mnnt'lly FIFO Trial 

: . NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

This document re1 

CHARLES SALERNO, : Index No.: 116466/03 

Plaintiff, + (August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

vs . 
JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
3t al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

Irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

lame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i *<-..- 
* ,  '1 

, GAROFALO 
ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defepdant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. Box 438 
t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 



536.17654/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JAMES S W A C R  . : Index No.: 117445/03 , .  
Plaintiff, )' : (August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

F r  !' ;? 7 7012 : Group) 
vs * , .  

LINITED CONVEY0 i NO OPPOSITION 
zt al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

-r --?if 

Defendants. 
: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herEdy 

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

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

lame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. .  
RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
EITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway 
ew York, New York 10003 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  



536 17717/AJM 
SUP EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

zrossciaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

I N  RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

(Honorable Sherry Klein  Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

. .  
ROBERT C. S C H A S S , ] L E B  ' Index N o .  : 111831/03 

118346/03 
Plaint 

: (August 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
VS . 

JNITED CONVEYOR . NO OPPOSITION 
It al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebj 

Defendants. 

,equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

: AND ORDER 

ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

I 6 

2ast Hanoyer, New Jersey 
d t+.. 

I .  

R A N K  M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
IEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ktorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
'00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, lew York, New York 10003 

GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALC 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 351) 
P.O. Box 438 

t Hanowr, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Kle'in Heit1 



ADELINE NIEMIEC, as Executrix for the Estate 
of CASIMER J. NlEMlEC and ADELINE 
NIEMIEC, Individually, AND ORDER 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff, 
L 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiff's 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 
\ o  \ 5  ,2012 

, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P I ?  

Attorneys for Plaint@ FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5754 

SO ORDERED, 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 
(212) 506-1700 

OCT 192012 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Index No. 106354/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
le/& C ,2012 

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

so O R D E R E ~  

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendunt 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



WILLIAM WALKER, 

-against- 

Plaintiff, 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

Index No. 106583/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

D I C  2 1  2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant Marernont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-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 
d c k r  (,2012 

, Esq, 
THE LAW OFFICB OF JOHN c. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plainti# 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 980-0404 

KAS~WITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1700 



f L 

This Document Relates To: 

RAMON ORTIZ, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

Index No. 106583/00 

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 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 Marmont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
C%&f 5 ,2012 

C J  

THE LAW OFFICE& OF JOHN c. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plainhf 
51 5 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 980-0404 

Peggy L. PXnpsq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(2 12) 506- 1700 



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

plaintiff's 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 
o&, z 2 0 1 2  

& 1 Esq. 
THE LAW OFhCES OF JOHN C. DEARIE KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plain@ FRIEDMAN LLP 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 980-0404 - New York, New York 10019 

(212) 506-1700 

OCT 192012 



-against- 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT : I 

CORPORATION, 
nrf+# '17 2012 I 

Defendants. 

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

plaintiff's 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 
Qtt% t , 2012  

, Esq, 
94 nmCr flNi 

THE LAW OFFI~ES OF JOHN c. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
51 5 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 980-0404 

-C?z4> L _- A___ 

Peggy L. P z ,  Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1 700 



Index No. 106583/00 
This Document Relates To: 

FRANK TIMPONE, 

-against- 

Plaintiff, 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

FILED i 
RFC 2 7  1012 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mamnont 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 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: Ne York, New York 
JL/& 5,2012 

< 

<'--- \ 
U 

Peggy L. pan, Ysq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

<HAfi 
- 7 l O A Y  @id ? Esq. 

THE LAW OFFkES OF JOHN C .  DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 980-0404 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 



JOHN VALENCIA, 

Plaintiff, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

FILED ; 

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 moss claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ocklr ,2012 

TL& 044 , Esq. 
THE LAW O F F I ~ E S  OF JOHN c. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaint18 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 980-0404 

Peggy L. PmyEsq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



L t 5 d 

RICHARD ALVERZS, 

Index No. 1 16822/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

FILED i 

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 Marmont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DckL x 2012 

3 Esq. 
THE LAW OFFH%S OF JOHN c. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaint18 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(212) 506-1700 

Hon. Sh&&in Heitler OCT 192012 



* 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LOUIS H. SIVERS, and JANE A. SIVERS, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

Index No.: 115801/05, 
i 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED i 
Dated: N w York, New York d4.k .=i ,2012 

OaldEbco Inc. Sivers, Louis H. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1549 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LOUIS H. SIVERS, and JANE A. SIVERS, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 02. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115801/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 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-defendaqts, E all aims against 
i 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same h e  

without costs. OEC 2 7  1012 
1 

--OmcE 
L NEwYoI# 

?&le Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishmk Liquidating Carp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERJZD, 

2383-27329 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LOUIS H. SIVERS, and JANE A. SIVERS, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115801/05, 

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 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, I'readwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d'fend ss claims against 

with piejudice and 
e 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s h e  ar 
? 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York m/& f ,2012 

i 
1 

--- 
Attorney far Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
M c G r w ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Sivers, Louis H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/"--* 

(2 12) 509-3456 

9 2012 1235-413 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE A. SIVERS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LOUIS H. SIVERS, and JANE A. SIVERS, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115801/05, 

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 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaillt 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 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereb 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 
OEt 2'1 2012 

DG-h F, * f L a F  6 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Sivers, Louis H. 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 #2  ~ (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

V T  19201f 
1122-921 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 
: Index No.: 126812/02,110269/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., XNC., et ad. 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 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 r ~ . ~  yfv York 
9 201% D I C  2 1  2012 

OFfKy VJUHn- 
1 m y - -  

Jflazquez sq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ROBINETT, JAMES A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
McGrweu & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 " 

SO ORDERED, 

OCr I 2u1p 2571-17-19 

! 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURO PANTOJA and SABITRI TULSI, 

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

j Index No.: 190173/12 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, et ai. 

Defendants. 1 

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 & Conlpany, 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 

without costs. I I  I 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. ( J k - 4 4  rvw 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLWC~ER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Isauuro Pantoja and Sabitri Tulsi 
WEITZ & L ~ N R E R G ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-. ... 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

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

Index No.: 100307/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, ; MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e# al. i 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests sumnlary 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 

costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, ew York b\\\t: ,2012 

M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 

~ t t o & y  for Plaintiffs 
Wilcax, William M. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 

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

700 Broadway 
New York 1000 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1553 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

j Index No.: 100307/06, 
! 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs? i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aL / 
Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismis 

without costs. 

Dated: N e b y r k , r  York 
1 11 ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop.  
M c G r m Y  & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Wilcox, William M. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27366 





SUPRE!ME 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 
.>~-- i (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 105764106, 

GARY LEE KLINDT, as Executor for the Estate 
of HERBERT KLXNDT, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND 0RI)ER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests sunimary 

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, 

ORDEFSD, 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 * 

1 FILED without costs. 

Dated: NGW ybrk, (blew Yprk 
i 

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

Klindt, Herbert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Y ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-1085 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, 5.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY LEE K.L,INP)T, as Executor for the Estate 
of HERBERT KLINDT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 105764/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

d e same are hereby dismissed with 
' ?\LEO defendant, Safeguard Industrial Eqyipme 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 m//- 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT I 92012 324-8114 



d**.",..." ....*.. " ...+,.*- .... +............ ......... , . .. .. ..._.I- .... .. ... .. .. -\..I..,\. . . . I .  ' , ..... . ... ......... ~ ......... .-.-._~...-"...l~,.-._.- 

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

NYCAL 
I 

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

(Hcitler, J.> 
THIS DOCUMENT RBFERS TO: I 

1 Index No.: I 902 1 6/12 
PASQUALE A. FORGIONE AND ANN FOROXONE, I 

I 

Plaintifqs), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against- I WTION AND ORDEq 
I 
I 
I 
I 

AlR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et ai., 

. Defendailt(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, AURORA PUhdP COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, ATJRORA PUMP COMPANY with prejudice, and thhere 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon hatice 1 claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 
I 

defendant, AURORA PUMP COMPA 
4 

md without costs. D I C  27  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PIaintiff 
Pasquale A. Forgione and Ann Forgiona 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Aurora Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New Y ork 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

10034258 

OCT 192012 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK COATS AND ELAINE COATS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORF'., et aZ., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190402/12 

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 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 : fLnd th f\LGD issed with prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

THE LANTER LAW FIRM PLLC 
126 East 56" Street, 6"' FIoor 
New York, W 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

{N0176244-1) 
- 

OCT 1 9  2012 



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

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

i Index No.: 190293/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

! 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Falk Corporation, hereby requests summ nt in 

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

complaint against defendant, The 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, The Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Falk Corporation ?@ C h i d e k ,  Charles L. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P . c  

-6 A o r n e y  for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

ry judgm 

0C-r 192012 { NOlh4548-I } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY LUONGO AND BARBARA LUONGO,. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116078/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMIENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering 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, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc,, 

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

ORDERED, that 

defendant, Croli-Reynold 

all claims and cross claims against 

and the same are hereby dismissed 

Th 2 7  2012 with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
180 Maiden Lane 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New Yo& New York 10004 York 10038 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

12734003 

INOO74339-1) OCT 1 92012 



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 
j (Heitlcr, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 7’0: 
/ Index No.: 107940/05, 

ROBERT J. LORPER AND GLORTA LORPER, 

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 s issed with. prejudice and without 

costs, 

D€c. 27 2017 
oouwn- WWE 

b- m- -- 
Dated: New Yo k, N w York , J,, ,\ ,2012 

i -  

torney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorper, Robert J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LORPER AND GLORIA LOWER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUC’I’S CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107940/05, 

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. 

by dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Y k, w York ,bl\q ,2012 

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

v s  9 7  2012 

Y 

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

2383-21245 



I 
I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LORPER AND GLORIA LOWER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107940/05. 

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 

n - - - -  

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

W 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorper, Robert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-32 



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.) 

j Index No.: 107940/05, 
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LORPER AND GLORIA LORPER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

without costs. 

i 

I 
I 

\ 

+ -  

Kerryann dook, E s - 4  
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorper, Robert J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

1122-808 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
XN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  - .- 

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

j Index No.: 105764/06, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY LEE KLNDT, as Executor for the Estate 
of HERBERT KLINDT, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i - I__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summaiy 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 CFOSS claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

i b 
ncr 9.7 m 2  i 

\ 

Oakfabco Inc. Klindt, Herbert 
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 ORDERED, 



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: 

GARY LEE KLINDT, as Executor for the Estate 
of HERBERT KL,INDT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 105764/06, 

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' complaiiit 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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Klindt, Herbert 
MCGIVNEY & KIUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo& 10004 ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN FE; NEW YORK COUNTY : W C A L  

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

j Index No.: 100307/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANDRA J. WILCOX, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM M. WLCOX, SR., and 
SANDRA J. WILCOX, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j 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 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 clainis against 

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

without costs. @ 

I 
I 

Dated: New ork, ew Yor ,,I!,,.fT ,201\ 

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

1. 
,/, 

k e y  for Plaintiffs 
Wilcox, William M. Sr. 
 WE^ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-966 



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

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

i Index No.: 190079/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI 
Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, ET AL. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Argo International Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Argo International 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, Argo International Corporation, be and f ~ i u  dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DEC 2 7  2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Argo International Corporation Ronald Szamatulski 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10 170 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2910-005 
{N0175973-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 100307/06, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

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 a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. i 

,2012 

K e w C o o k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGrVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1 ed 4 t h  prejudice and sanEEi3 ’ .  

~ t t d y  for Plaintiffs 
Wilcox, William M. Sr. 
W~rm & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1235465 



RONALD PANDOLFO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION'SUMMARY 

X ___________________r_______l________rr__----------_------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 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 
o&; J-2012 

- 7 L 4 8  A( 7 Esq. 
THE LAW 6FNCES OF JOHN C. DEARIE 
Attornqs for Plainti8 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 980-0404 

f - l  

Peggy L, Pan77Zsq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 

OCT 1 9  2012 



c * 

-against- 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

Index No. 106583/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ' 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 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 
OM4 5,2012 

THE LAW OFFICES'OF JOHN C, DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 1 8 
New York, NY 10022 
(21 2) 980-0404 

c 

Peggy L. pan, &q.> 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



ANTHONY POLITANO, 

-against- 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. 106583/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

F\EQ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 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 
u c 4  1 , 2 0 1 2  

THE LAW OFRICES OF JOHN C .  DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 980-0404 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(2 12) 506- 1700 

OCT 19 2012 



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

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

Index No. 1 17498/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE7 defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O e b b W  ,2012 

- v  WE IT^ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys jiw Pluintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(212) 506-1700 



STEPHEN TEDONE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AC and S INC., et al., Including MAREMONT 
COW ORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

Index No. 1 16820/00 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O&* 3,2012 

I -nmnrr m , Esq, 
THE LAW OFFI&S OF JOHN C. DEARIE 
Attorneys for Plaint18 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 980-0404 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(212) 506-1700 

OCT 192012 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YC-RK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'b 

L ', NO OPPOSlTION 
"'SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
' MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s M a  B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: BY: 
T WEITELUXENBERG, Patrick J. N y e r  d 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(2 12)558-5500 

David A .  Chanc'ler 

SMITH, STP~ATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ OX540 

Attorneys for GOODKICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

..... , 

SO ORDERED OCT 192012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



I '-- -" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et a1 

Plaintiff, 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 1 2, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 4 

& LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 5 00 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
Peter Tambini (609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
HOII. Sherry K i e h  Hzitler 



I Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

! WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

I hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

I Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff” Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

I thereto, 

CORPORATION, s/Wa B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

October 1 0  ,2012 

BY: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212)558-5500 

be 

BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

and 

(609)924-6000 Daniel J. Wasserberg 
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

SO ORDERED 



TMc: CC(jpk) 
10/1 / I2  

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTlES 
WlTHlN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_l_..........___l__.........--~- .......................................... 

lNDEX NO. 
100307/06 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM WILCOX JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

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

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

Company of Ncw York, Inc. with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendan?, all claims and cross-claims 
1 

against defkndant Consolidated 

dismissed with prejudicc and without c 

be and thc same are hereby 

Joe V quez, E<q. J.""rim.thyM- 
W TZ&LUXENRERG,P. . RICHARD w. B A B I N ~ ,  ESQ. 

ttorncys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorncv for Defendant 
700 Broadway P Consolidatcd Edison Coinpany of New 

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Y&k, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No. 
s-4011-06 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/19/12 

SUPREME COURT: ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATE 

PATRICK LOWDEN, JR. 

' ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

h0 OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

NY 10003-3598 

SO QRDEIZED: 

Our File No 
S-4043-04 



TMc:CCQpk) 
911 0112 

- 

Our File No 
S-4116-OS 

INDEX NO. 
104390/05 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WWEEFORE, defendant Consoiidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n 
-- 

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

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

i 

SO ORDERED: 



AEmA 
> I  

SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CTTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JAMES L. DURBN and FRANCES LINN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NY CAT, 

Index No.: I903w/12 

1 FILED 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U L D G M E ~ C  2 I 201’ 
MOTION AND ORDER 

mUNrY CLERKS OFFICE 

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 ppejudice, 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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, lnc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
James L. Durbin and Frances Linn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P c  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED: 

4828-2645-8641.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S1’A’I“E OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY -_ OF NEW YORK 

In Rc: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

--.. - ~ -_l_l__-_l_ 

Index No.: e D  
19003 VI 2 

.- 

GEORGE ?r. HOBBS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 
MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCJAIN hereby rcquests Sunirnary .ludgrnent in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLafn with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, ail claims an iins against 

ithout costc: Defendant, WeiI-McLain be and the 
to either party. 

Dated: - Ic3 / / 7  -. J 2012 
New York, New York 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 7 
(2 12> 986-2233 

same 

SECAL MCCA%D(;E 
SINGER & MA EY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 “Jhlrd Avenue, Suite 1 100 

, New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN J.'HOLMES 

X ---__-----_--I---__-______________I_____------------------------- 

X Index No,: 190273112 -____---___----____-----I----------------------- I__--_______ 

LMES, 

21 nt2Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

bG c MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

FEW -against: 

\ 

a€@% ,,.A 
AB VOLVO, et al. ~ ~ ! , v Q B  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

X ---_1----__-----_1_-----"-------------------------------------~---- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Westerbeke Corp., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Defendant Westerbeke Corp., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

Westerbeke Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. I 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



WHF,RF,FORE, Defendant, CLAYTON INDUSTRIES, hereby requests Summary Judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Defendant CLAYTON INDUSTRIES with prejudce, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

CLAYTON INDUSTRIES be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

either party. 

Dated New York, New York 

/;/I/ ,2012 

- G i Z s  
MAHONEY, LTD. 

CLAYTON INDUSTRIES 

Weitz Attorney & Luxenberg for Plaintiffs $e%- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 50 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

ew York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-_-_I--" _____---.._II-_.___.------.-----~--* ~ _r 

Index No.: 105744/06 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

1__1_*I_______.11.__"---~------*..~~--~"----~~---_.----.--.----.--..~.,~.~ 

x .  I.A.S. Part 30 
. !  Ron. Shmy K. Heitler 

This Document ReIates To: 
GARY LEE KLINDT, as Executor tbr the Estate of ' 

HERBERT KLINDT, 
'a6 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER -against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

CUMMINS MC.* et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., sh/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC., 

hereby requests summary judgment in &he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant CUMMNS INC., dh/a 

CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, CUMMINS INC., dh/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPAIW, INC, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated New York, New York 

venue, Suite 1 1.00 
(21 2) 558-5500 



x Index No.: 105887/06 . IN RE: NEW YOKK CITY ASBESIOS I,I'T'IGATION 

x I.A.S. Put  30 
Hen. Shcrry K. Hcrtler 

This Document Relates To: 
DORIS MOON, as Propposed Executrix for the 
Estate of ERNEST MOON, SR., and 
DORIS MOON, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff{s), 

-ag:ainsc- MOTION AND ORDER 

CUMMINS WC., et al., 

X 
Defendants. ".___._ .-.. "..._. _---"_._"l.."--.__"._________._ ..... ~~_"..._l._."..~___".~l"l"_~"... 

WHEREFORE, Ilefendant CUMMINS INC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintifl's complaint against Defendant CUMMMS INC., s/h/a 

CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC. with prcjudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e same are Defendant, CUMMINS RW., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE- COM 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

', 
Dated" Ncw York, Now York 

i .--I.- &-----A XI12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the DEC 2 7  2012 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI and 
CAROLE BALDUCCI, Individually, eOuclrrvClEFlKSm 

NfWYORK - . J  

PI aint i ff(s) , NO OPPOSITlON 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCAR") 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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass clairhs against Defendant 
** , 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/a I, ,2012 r 

I 

.palbe N. Megerian, Es(LC" 
Weitzk Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER' & 

ACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avmue, Suite 1100 
New Y ork. NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190427/12 

NORMAN P. WINN, 

P l a i n t i f p  , LE NO OPPOSITION 
MMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WETL-MCLAIN, et a]., p w  2 1  2012 
1 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAI N hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: i q q  ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defcndant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Wei I -  Mc Lai n 
850 Third Avenue, Suitc 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ui WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MULCAHY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-121562 

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 all claims and cross claims against 

Aefendant, Kohler Co., be and the isse; with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:#'hew York, New York D I C  2 7  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, John Mulcahy 
Ko h le r Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

ALAN PIZZOLORUSSO, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF ALBINO 
PIZZOLORUSSO 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-105027 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- s, all claims and cross claims against 

missed with prejudice and without costs. lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the 

nrc, 21 lATED:/dqatNew York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
Eohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Alan Pizzolorusso, as Proposed Executor for 
the Estate of Albino Pizzolorusso 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 
Hon. S K r y  Klein Heitler 

*J CB-NAVY-25 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VMLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

PO BOX 480 

Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700Bro dway 
C O U N ~  C m d ,  NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 

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.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 10177 

JOHNNIE T. THOMAS, as Executor for the Estate 
of WILLARY THOMAS, and JOHNNIE T. THOMAS, 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-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 agains 

OCT 19 2012 



a - r  

HOAGLAND. LON00 
MORAN. WNST & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORM JERSEY 
40 PATEFSON Sf 
PO BOX 4bU 
W B R U N W K K , N J  

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

THERESA SLEVIN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. SLEVIN, and THEERSA SLEVIN, 
Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

INDEX NO.: 04-108924 

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 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 agains 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP , 
Attorneys for Defendant, 1 

(0 h le r Co . 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box <480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

OCT 192012 

CA-ALIVE-9 

- -- .~ .~ - 



4 

"" - -- 

HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMr BRUNSWICK, Fw 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

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 

JUNUIS PRICE 

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 

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 against 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are 

IATED: &&Wew York, New York 

UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
torneys for Defendant, 
ihler Co. 
1 Paterson Street - POBOX 480- 
?w Erunswick, New Jersey 08903 

1 ORDERED: 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

, -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Junuis Price 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 



> 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N E W B R M W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
MI WLTSEY'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 LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY SIMON, INDIVIDUALLY ANDMELISSA 
SIMON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN SIMON 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 05-100958 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KOHLER CO., hereby requests summary judgment in e 

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 

sosts. 

DATEDdOU1YU\lew York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
KOHLER CO. 
40 Paterson Street - PO BoxRfKp 
New Brunswick, New Jersey Os&? 3n12 

SO ORDERED: 



t *. 

11 This Document Relates to: 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
YORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AS LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
WBRUNSVvlCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WlLTSEYS ffllLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTOM, NJ 

INDEX NO.: 01-120767 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD O'CONNOR AND JEANETTE 
O'CONNOR 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CARL FIGUEROA S 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Donald O'Connor and Jeanette O'Connor 

New York, NY 10003 

c 
SO ORDERED: 

FILED 



L L  

I " 

HDAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTOREVS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSW ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WTSEY'S M U  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.: 03-108026 

JOHN DOE, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR NO OPPOSITION 
THE ESTATE OF LOUIS CZACHOR 

against 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-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. 

)ATED:sPJtNew York, New York 

:ARL 1 FIGUEROA. S 
iOAGlAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Lttorneys for Defendant, 
[ohler Co. 
,O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: - 

' - - v  
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
John Doe, as Proposed Executor for the EstatE 
of Louis Czachor 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/ r  

Ferry Klein Heitler 

OCT 1 9  2012 

J' CB-NAVY-28 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, hU 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 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 LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-1 11228 

MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant t6-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. 

York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

New York, hlY 10003 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
rttorneys for Defendant, John Mulcahy 
iohler Co. 700 Broadway 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 

OCT 192012 



HOAQLAND. LONGO 
MORAN. WNST & 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERPV 
7Ul WILTSEYS MLL RD 
SCRTE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11642 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUSAN O'REILLY, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RAYMOND E. KELLOGG 

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 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

>ATED:!&flaNew York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
Co h le r Co . 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

the Estate of Raymond E. Kellogg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

;O ORDERED: 
SHERRY KLEIbf HEITLER 



WAQLAM), LONGO 
MORAEI, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMJ Sf 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, Fw 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. W 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ETTORE MONTELEONE AND MlCHELlNA 
MONTELEONE 

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 12205 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

~ATED:/&&LN~w York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 



< 

F 

t 

HOAOLAND. LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JfRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box w 
NWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SdTE 202 
HAMMONTON, Nd 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ElTORE MONTELEONE AND MICHELINA 
MONTELEONE 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 11594' 

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. 

)ATED:lO~~~ Wew York, New York 

A 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
;oh ler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

Ettore Monteleone and Micheli a Monteleone 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 f 

OCT 1 92012 



HQAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 6 
DOUKAS, LLP 
WiTORWEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSVWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEVS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTW, 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.: 02-126934 

GERALD F. KELTY 

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 

: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. 

DATED: 1 h - W  New York 

ISHWATH TRAY >I, C3U. U. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Jttorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
GERALD F. KELTY 

New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 

OCJ I 92012 

CB-BALL-18 



HOAQLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, DMST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NM, BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HPJUIMONTW, Fw 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE ANGEVINE AND ANNA ANGEVINE 

against 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 05-1 16178 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(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 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifl 

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 cost: 

lATED:\mwew York, New York 

Y 

SHWATH TRASI, ESQ. 
DAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
torneys for Defendant, 
ihler Co. 
I Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
?w Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

IT2 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
for Plaintiff (s), 

GEORGE ANGEVINE and ANNA 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hon 

OCT 1 92012 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, WNSf 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W V B R W C K , N J  

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUlTE 2M 
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.: 03-1 13504 

THOMAS FAUGHEY AND SUSAN FAUGHEY 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:j&01cNew York, New York 

n 

ASHWATH TRASI, ESQ. MATTHEW T. MACINTYR 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
KO hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Thomas Faughey and Susan Faughey 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

V 

OCT 1 92012 

CB-BALL-16 



HDAOLAND, LONOO 

DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NURTH JERRSEV 

PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SWTH ERRSEV 
M1 WLTSEY'S M U  Ra 
WTE 2G2 
HAWONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUST a 

40 PATERSON ST 

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: 

SALVATORE CANTOLINO and MARIE 
ANTOINETTE CANTOLINO, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

INDEX NO.: 19021 1/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as 

Successor to Frick Company), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint agains 

defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as Successor to Frick 

Company), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, York International Corporation (Individually and as Successor to Frick 

Company), be and the same are hereby dismissed rejqdice,bnd wpout costs. 

DATED:/wZNew Brunswick, NJ / ;/a 
JO DA FC) SQ. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 

$0 Paterson Street - 
Uew Brunswick, Ne 

50 ORDERED: 

Salvatore Cantolino and Marie Antoinette 

CA-SQUID-6 

. -. . .. .. . . .- 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
4U PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX 400 
WBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SDUTH JERSEY 
To1 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 2Q2 
HAMIWONTOW, UJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190211/12 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SALVATORE CANTOLI NO and MAR1 E 
ANT01 NETTE CANTOLI NO, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

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 he nd without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. Cantolino 
$0 Paterson Street -a&@ D 
Yew Brunswick, Ne 

nd Marie Antoinette 

546 Fifth Ave, 4th FI. 
New York, NY 10036 

DEC 2 7  2012 
couwrV CLERK'S O W E  

N€w YORK 4 

192012 
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HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAFI. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNmM,NJ 

SOUTg JERSEY 
fM WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE M2 
HAMMONTON. M 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY FRIEDMAN AND PHYLLIS FRIEDMAN 

against 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE bF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190187/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Exteco, Inc., formally known as Thermo Electric Co, 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, Exteco, Inc., 

formally known as Thermo Electric Co., Inc., without prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Exteco, Inc., formally known as Thermo Electric Co., Inc., be and the same are 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I & h J e w  York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LL 
4ttorneys for Defendant 
Exteco, Inc., formally known 
3ectric Co., Inc. 
40 Paterson Street - PO B&& 7 2012 
Yew Brunswick, Ne 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
STANLEY FRIEDMAN and PHYLLIS 

126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor 
yew York, NY 10022 

I 

30 ORDERED: 
Sherry Klein Heitler 



* '  

HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MOAAN, DUNST & 
DWHAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NMITH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NW BRUNSWICK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 'VVILTSEYS MHL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 19051 6/11 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN RUFF, 

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 thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

zomplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Jttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5OORDERED: ' 

DEC 2 7  2012 OCT 192012 



HOAQLAFID, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M VMLTSEYS MILL RD 
SMTE 2[n 
HAMMONTON NJ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

wsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint againsi 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK L. MARK AND DOLORES M. MARK 

against 

3M COMPANY, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
SUCCESSOR TO MINNESOTA MINING AND 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY, ET AL 

INDEX NO.: 1901 88/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Successor to Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as Successor to Fricl 

Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as Successor to Fricl 

Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without costs. 

DATED:(@IWNew York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  8 DOUKAS, LLP 

"1 

QEC 2 7  201 
rick L.park and Dolores 
ifth Avenue 

New York, NY 10036 

4ttorneys for Defendant, 
fork International Corporatb, IndivNWym 
ind as Successor to Frick Company 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

-i%arth Floor 

dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

- 

M. Mark 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 127886/02 & 
102479/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defcndants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Sha'wnette Fluitt, Esq. ' 20'2 Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg EAVER BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

rry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, OCT t 92nv 



I 

Plaintiff‘(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSI‘J’ION 
SUMMARY JlJDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 128024/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Wf-IEREl~O~~E,  defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby reqitcst summary 

judgmcnt in the above-cntitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

disrriissiiig plrtintil’ls’ complaint against dekndnnts CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with ptcjudicc, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

OKIIEREII, that upon notice to all co-dekndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defciidants C1,EAVIIR BROOKS, INC. bc and the milie are hereby dismissed with prejudice m d  

without costs. .-c\\ , I &+FILED. ___ - 

- _  . -- .- 
Frank Ortiz,l?sq. 
Attorney for- I’laiiiiilT cI€C 27 2012 Attorncys for Ilcfcndant 
Weitz & 1,uxenbcrg 
700 Broadway COUNp( C L E m  offlca Harry Mc’l’icrnan & Moore 
New Yurk, New YorkrlOOO3 NE’VVYmK - 2 Rector Strcct, 14“’ Floor 

CIXAVI’R HI100KS,  I N C .  

New York, Ncw York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

. . -. - . . 
s c 1 OICIJ I IRE I), 

OCT I 9 2012 



CLBISbZOltne$al/mjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COWTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
GERARD PELLETIER, 
.--.I-*---I-""-~l---c----".-------..-----_.-_1~1-~------~1--.--1- 

NO QPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s}, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 120337/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant@), 
x ----..--.--*--1--1.1-----"*".------------------.-----------.----- 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, PIC. 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, PNC with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross cIaims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

W P Esq. e M. Halbardier, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips Bt Konigsbeg 
800 Third Avenue Cleaver-Brooks, Inc, 

22 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14'h Floor 

New York, New York 101 

I 'A New York, Ne& York 10006 
212) 3 \3-3600F,~ED I 

I 

\ SO ORDERED, i 



Pluint ifi 

-0gainsl- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 104390/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and I<ules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition thereto, 

OIlDERED, llial irpoii nolicc: lo all co-defccndsuils, all claims and cross claims against 

clefelidant CLEAVER 13KOOKS, INC. be mid the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice aiid 

without costs, 

By: 
MICHAEL PANELLI, ESQ. 
WEI’rZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Alloriieys for the Plainlil’f 
JOSEPH D, LUCENT1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel.: (212) 558-5500 

UAKRY, MCTlBKNAN & MOORE, LL,C 
Attoriicy:; LN the Ddendnrit 
CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

New Yorlc, New York 10 FILED ) 

2 Rector Strcel, 14t” Floo 

‘I’d.: (212) 313 -3600 

OCT I 92012 



-against- Index No.: 120337/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CQ,, et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE INC, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants JOHN CRANE INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

casts. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

- - ,w. 
Levy, Phil!$ lk Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

I . I  - 
,-New York 10006 



. '  

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WST 8, 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE zoir 
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: 

ANNELISE FRITZ, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK JOSEPH FRITZ, and ANNELISE FRITZ, 
Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

INDEX NO.: 04-106014 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tt 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifl 

: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 again 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

---;// 
_+--- 

*-+. ~ 

PHAN ALV RADO, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Annelise Fritz, as Executrix for the of Frank 
Joseph Fritz, and Annelise Fritz, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
1 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 ORDERED: 

FI 
DEC 2 7  2012 



I. . 

- 

HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
H A W T M ,  hw 

PO BOX 480 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY MARKS, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of RICHARD A. WILSON, and MARY V. 
WILSON , Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 04-107328 

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 judgmenL in tht 

3bove-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. 

BATED: 10-r @We w B r u ns 

-IOAGMND, LONGO, MORAN 
JUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(0 hle r Co . 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

the Estate of Richard A. Wilson, and Mary V. 
Wilson, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: P ,- FI LE D Ho:oTab 

CA-FURRY-9 -1 



. -  

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN O'R El LLY, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RAYMOND E. KELLOGG 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I .  

HOAGLAND. LON00 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
pa  BOX 480 
NMrBRUNSlrWCK,NJ 

SUuTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S M I L  RD 
SUlTC 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

INDEX NO.: 03-1 17869 

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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:lO&aew York, New York 

n n 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
9ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohlet- Co. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- * 
io ORDERED: 

DFT: 2 7  2012 



S l J P E h E  COURT OF T€€E STAT, OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD CAYEN as Proposed Rcpresentiltive for the 
Estate of HORACE T,. CAYEN, and MLLURED 
CAYEN, Individually, 

X -_______1_____----1"_____l___l____rr__l_------------------~--------- 

Index KO.: 123 1 6 1 /02 

PEainti#v, NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgmeEt in the above-entitled case, p~u.suaxlt 10 Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FIJLTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice. to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, N C .  be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

By: J* 
WEITZ & ISJXENB~RG, P. C .  
Attorneys far the Plaintiffs 
RONALD CAYEN as Proposed 
Representative for the Estatc of 
HORACE L. CAYEN, and 
MILDREII CAITN, Individually 

BARRY, MCTIl?mAN-& MOOR&, LLC 
Attorneys for thc Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC, 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Tel,: (212) 313 - 3600 

700 Rroadway ,frLT@:r63G2 
New York, New York IO003 
Tel.: (212) 5 5 8  - 5500 I oIL&J .; 

so 



Plai ntiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index No.: 127886/02& 102479/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition ihereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, ___ 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 4t” Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



Plain/@ 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Index No.: 104390/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defindanls. 
_1_1"1__----_________---~~--~-~_~~~~~~~---------------~~~""~~~-------~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER 

WORKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon iiotice l o  all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WOlCKS, INC. be and the smile are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
A 

uy:  J W I  
&HAEL PANELLI, ESQ. 
WEI'IZ & LUXENBERG, 1'. C. 

JOSEPH D. LUCENT1 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10003 
'Tel.: (212) 558-5500 

._ At&ney&m thd'laiiitiff 

io[5\i% 

WILLIAM A. COONEY, ESO. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOOW,, LLC 

FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
2 Rector Slreel, 14''' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Our Filc No.: FBW49730 

Athmcys  for the Ik fenda~ t  -. .- 

-rei.: (212) 313 .-MOO 

SO ORDERED, ILED 
DFC 2 7  2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 1 1642/03 & 
1 10245/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
\-a \ c\ \ \x 

. -  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

180 Maiden Lane 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Shahet te  Fluitt, Esq. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 - 

oc719 zun LED SO ORDERED, 
- 

nFr, 17 2012 



- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100286/03 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests suinmary 

judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcrc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. /-- 

\ o \ - \ \ \ l  

Attorney for Plaintiff?. \ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for FIJLTON BOILXR WORKS 
Barry Mc'Tiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



CLB 5 5 136/legal/nosJm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 
BERNARD BROWNE, NO OPPOSITION 
______"1_1111______1_111-111--1-------------"------"-~""------------" 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 190131/11 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dis issed with prejudice and 

without costs. ?fz?/ZQ '7 

31" 

Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 17 

I 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

-- 

9 @'I 
FILED SO ORDERED, 

D€C 2 7  2012 



CLR5hlS9/iegal/nosJm/MARCII 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plain tiff( s), 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100727/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upoii 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. 

-, 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Strcet, 14'" Floor 

S O  ORDERED, 



- 

Plaintiff{ s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 127887/02 
102 17 1/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAV ER-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, WC. 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
9 I@$t!t~r Street, 14'h Floor 

rk, New York 10006 



CI.B55045/legal/nos~m/MAKCH 20 I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 10071 8/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PROUUC7’S, ct al., 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, N C .  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendallts 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. 

1 

Attorneys for Defendant 



Plaint iff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ai., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER . 

Index No.: 100234/03 & 
1 16293104 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney tor Plaintiff * L n  '9 <; Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
Barry Mcl'iernan & Moore 

/Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

- A  A- (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
CI 

I 

r .  



CLB5504S/ legal /nosjm~~Cl~i  20 12 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

X ----------_"_lr______ 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100234/03 & 
106359/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 
X l_____---------_r____l_l________________--"-"--------------~~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendants C1,EAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs., 

- 
F Shawnette Fluitt, Esq.L' 

Attorneys for Defendant 
, CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York I0006 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg nrc 2 7 2 ~ 1 ~  

(212) 313-3600 

np OCT I. 9 2fllz 



... 

DlmrSWlYlegalhIo~m 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

X ---.1I1--.-rrrrr~-r*r-r-r-,r--~-,~-l-.~~--r.~_~--~~-..c-~-~.". 

TIMOTHY E. PETERSON, NO OFPOSlTXON 
SUMMARY .IUDGMENT 

PI aintifls), MOTION AND ORDER 

magains t- Index No.: I90374/12 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant@), 
X -----..I----_-.--C1CII-II__II"C1I-LL1--113-r---*--_.___--I-__ 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL, WC. Vlda Dunkirk Radiator 

Corporation, (hereafier "DUNKIRK") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitIed 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendants DUNKIRK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 
/I d&drtnts$0UlflgRK be and the Same am hereby dismis 

Attorneys-for Plaintiff 11 Newprk ,  New York 10003 
#? . d A  . -  d L 

COStS. 

'"'7' - 
SO ORDERED, 

I! 

I 

i 

I 1 
i 

. I  

! 

i 
i 

I 

i 
i 

! 



Plain tiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 10073 8/03 

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 ICules Section 32 12. 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

' *  5 Attorney for Plaintiff % b  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yo$, Ne,w York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14th Floor :;; York 10006 

SOORDERED, __ 
H 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1007 18/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/--* 

-. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry Mc'riernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

, \  

Attorney for Plaintiffs $ >  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212 5 - 500 /$4\2 
SO ORDERE,D, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102892/03 & 
10074 1 /03 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 
X I _ - - - f " - - - - _ _ _ _ - - f _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I - - - - - - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - " ~ - - - - ~  

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

~~~~~j~~~~ 
Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 



Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 105958/03 & 
1280 19/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Weitz & Luxenberg D ~ C  2 7 2012 CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 

k, New York 10006 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Rector Street, 14l" Floor 

- 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODIJCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 118136/98 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS. INC. with prejudice, 

and there bcing 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. 
+ 
I 

Y I  

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
"" %& n Attorneys for Dcfendant 

>. ' Attorney for Plaintiff 

m ~ L I " * c -  Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New ork 11003 2 Rcctor Street, 1 41h Floor 

q73,3]1 I) ncr 7,T ?!A2 New York, New York 10006 
2) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERE 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100402/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

ttorneys for Defendant 
LEAVER BROOKS, INC. 

ork, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 292012 



-- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 10 173/03 & 
1 0073 1 /03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby requcst summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintif'fs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. with pre+judice, 

and tlierc 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. 

c 

Attorney for Plaintiff 9 Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 4t'' Floor 

VER BROOKS, INC. 

York, New York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100725/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2. 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON ROT1,EII WORKS bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway b &tor Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

OCT 2 9 2012 



X: FB W4684OAeed/MARCH 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - Index No.: 101 73/03 & 10073 1/03 

A . 0 .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ A  

y u  " i "b. I ~~~~~~~~ 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for FUL'TON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDI-;KED, 

-I 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS. et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 00402/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1.0003 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York', New York 10006 

(212) 58-5500 (2 12) 3 13-3600 
I Di2\12- 

SO ORDERED, 

DFI: 27 2012 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WA'IER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 18 136/98 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ - ~  ~~~~ 

Frank Ortiz, g q .  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York. New York 10006 

S O  (IRDERED, 
Hon. S 



- against - Index No.: 105958/03 & 128019/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
n 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for FULT6N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 4th ~ o o r  
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-5500 3-3600 
ro12\1.2. I 

SO OICI)CRED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-H e i ti 

OCT 2 9 2012 



X:FB W46838/lepal/MARCH 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JOSEPH HAMMOND, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
--_fl"___l-------___r_______________l__l-------------~----------- 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s) , ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 102892/03 & 100741/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for FULTbN BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 5 -5500 
I D 2  I I  12. 

SO ORDERED, 

3 

nCT 292012 



X: FB W4683 9 / l e p d & l  ARCH 201.2 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
RONALD E. HOEFT, 
................................................................. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 100234/03 & 106359/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X --____--_-_lr_"l_"_l_---------------------------------------~~--~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby reque ts summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FU1,TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for elainti 
Weitz & Luxepberg 

1 -  

700 Broadway' 
New York, NY\ 10003 
(212) 5,58-,5500' 

SO ORDERED, __ 
H 

102 12. 

- 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yark 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



X:FB W46839/le~uVMARCH 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

X 
couwry OF NEW YORK 
-__*___I__---------_l_ll_____________r_l--------------*_--------- 

SUSAN MCSPEDON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 100234/03 & 1 16288/04 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12. 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f,-y% 
Q il\ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~  

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14'h Floor DEC 2 7  2012 Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 New York, New York 10006 - (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. Yhcrry' Kl&-l - le i~ le r  

OCT 292012 



X:FBW46NJZ/lrpal/MARCH 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100727/03 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

@ 2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
A New York, New York 10006 ~ w m  - Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY loo@ urn-- 

_. (212) 313-3600 



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 BWIIP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BWhP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

DGE SINGER & 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 


