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

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

1 Index N o . : < G a  11’7487/96 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAE V. NEUBERT, Individually and as Executrix I 

of the Estate of ALBERT J. NEUBERT, SR., 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + q’, , ,2010 

Mae V. Neubert and Albert J. Neubert, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

p\L- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FED * $ 20’’ 



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

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

i Index N o . f i z & 1 1 7 4 8 7 / 9 6  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAE V. NEUBERT, Individually and as Executrix ! 
of the Estate of ALBERT J. NEUBERT, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I/. , ! ' I ,  ,2010 

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

Mae V. Neubert and Albert J. Neubert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-11785 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13O34/96 1 17487/96 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAE V. NEUBERT, Individually and as Executrix ! 
of the Estate of ALBERT J. NEUBERT, SR., 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+q’, 1 ,2010 

Mae V.Neubert and Albert J. Neubert, Sr. 
W~rrz & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~ 8 2%11\ 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: I 13034/96, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAE V. NEUBERT, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of ALBERT J. NEUBERT, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I!, ,f I \  ,2010 

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

Mae V.Neubert and Albert J, Neube? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

\ 
8 @" (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 ZOli 1235-1 1785 



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

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

1 Index No.: 126141/02(6-> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK M. DlJNN, as Personal Represenative 
for the Estate of THOMAS F. DUNN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I/%,/,\ ,2010 

D 
Thomas F. Dum 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ~~~~~ C W K ’ S  Cst;F 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
f$&- 8 2011 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 N~~ YQR~C * (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-3074 



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

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

1 Index No.: 126141/02(6=3 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK M. DUNN, as Personal Represenative 
for the Estate of THOMAS F. DUNN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ /% 1 /’\, ) 2010 

Treadwell Corporation Thomas F. Dunn 
MCE~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New Yo bl’F\sJ YOR:M Irk, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 ’;LERK‘$ oFPrm 

C0UN”Ty 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sheky Klein Heitler 

1235-2594 



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

X 

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

X 

FREDERICK BOBB, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No. 100804-1997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dennis E. 
Weitr & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintvfs 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floo’r e. ‘ 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 

0, y>zl 
L ’  

(212) 558-5500 -0002 _- I 

\ 

* OFFiai 
SO ORDERED, c()lrl’A ,‘l Y-J 

JAN 2 6 2011 - DAT’tTu; 
___.c 



ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA SUNDMAN 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101082/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KXELER-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: New York, New York 11 ?/ 1 / 
1-7 2010 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

500 Mamaroneck Aven 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

2 z d Z 7 z & ,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

J.S.C. 

0000042076M038 JAN 26 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) I Index No.: 102456/6-J 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ I. i/ 1, ,2010 

R6bert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney fk44r for r i l l 4  Plaintiffs CJ-a *< 
PTLED Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 20'' 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  . -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-254 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 0 2 4 5 6 1 0 1 f i G 3  

i 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I,, ,2010 

h’kGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 20\’ 

YORK 

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

CLERK’S a W G E  

JAN 25 2011 2383-22516 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

1 IndexNo.: 1 0 2 4 5 6 1 0 1 f i ~ ~  

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Felicia Kensy and Raymond 

700 Broadway 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

8 2011 New York, New York 10003 F€B 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-379 



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

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

1 Index No.: 102456/6=> 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, llereuy requests 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 ZO’’ 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
cou~fl CLERKS om=’ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 324-5995 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 1024561016-$ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, 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 & Compky, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY 22 KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 FEB - 8 20’’ 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 1122-6759 



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

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

1 Index No.: 102456/0 6 1 ; 7 >  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

! 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York ql- \ I  ' \  ,2010 

Felicia Kensy and Raymon 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ,--B - 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 1235-6264 



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

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

; IndexNo.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALD S ON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York 10003 ~ € 6  - 8 2011 

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

COUNN CLERK‘S 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25499 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR, and MARY 
DONALD S ON, 

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

; Index No.: 105 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f /,r / I \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

GMk n/2* OV++- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jack Donaldson, Sr. and M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

"pnpeD ', 

FEB ~ 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

2511-651 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
e6634'9g, 

DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
. .  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
1, ) 2010 

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

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

FEB - 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

324-0 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requesl summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York . +[i, ,2010 

Patterson Pump Company D 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c, 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - 8 ZQll 

f 
(212)558-5500 

;herry Klein Heitler d A N  & 3 

454-5394 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
(3Ez-y634‘99, 

DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,/%t 1 1 ,  ,2010 

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

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and Mary Donaldson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB * 8 20‘’ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
1122-18237 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs , j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
4 -7 1, ,2010 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JAN 2520111 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler 

1235-17683 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D. HAHN, 

j 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests s m m q  

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
\ 1 a. \]1\! ,2010 

Miriam Hahn and Gerald D. Hahn F E ;j 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 H !I \ig KXW 

- 8 201t 
Patterson Pump Company 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CWIMIY CLERK'S 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
454-5459 



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

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

: Index No.: 105 172/02, 109675/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D, HAHN, 

&m> 
P1 aint i ffs , j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
t / t  \ /  L ,2010 

F€0 - MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 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 
CJQ 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6532 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 2 2 7 8 8 / 0 1 , 6 & ~ ~  
j 

: NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND 0XU)ER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ , I h  ,2010 

<‘  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NewYork,NewYork 10003 FEB - 2011 

700 Broadway 

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

NEW YORK 
m,,Nn CLERKS OFFIE 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  Zijii 1122-20884 



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,: 122788101,$0=9 
/ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, beaand the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+.I I \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company Raymond Jarzynski 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - $ 201’ 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-3928 



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

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

i Index No.: 122788/01,6=> 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
r ( . r J  ’ \  ,2010 

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 r-m - 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 $ lull 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 
j 1235-20379 

JAN 25 2011 



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

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

1 Index No.: 122788/0 14-> 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
[ / %  ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Raymond Jarzynski 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, I 

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

r.&.7 h, p - #  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 F E W - - [ $  lk4d 

1, ~d 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 
2383-24801 



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

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

i Index No.: 122788/01fi-> 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
* I 2  I I It ,2010 

orney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Jarzynski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 
A FEB - 8 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JAN 25 2011 324-6363 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 118351/03 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

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

; Index No.fi&&,J 100781/03, 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlew 

JAN 2 6  2011 2383-26641 

N0026524-1 



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

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

1 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

FE$ - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNN C L ~ ~ W S  OFFICE) 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-2 1576 

N0026523- I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.AS.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

I Index No. 1 0078 1 /03, 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

JANE OMALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summasy judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, Cower & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\a\ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Courter & Company, Inc, Estate of Thomas O'Ma F I L E D  
FED - 8 2011 

\ ' ;-' Rl yp 3 I< 
muE$ by GLER\<'S &*FFICE' 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22062 

LMN 26  2011 
N0026522-1 



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

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

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS OMALLEY, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I Index No.:(‘6’6?100781/03, 
118351/03 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

JANE O’MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 

-against- I I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Estate of Thomas O’Malley 
700 Broadway FEB - 8 2011 

York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 \,z 1) 3 1  yORK + c:ouI.r l y  G L ~ ~ ~ ~  OFFICE’ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff E D 

324-7741 

NO0265 17-1 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1496/0 , 104248/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORlDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York \I*, /(, ,2010 

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

GWIk M. OL-hZ 

700 Broadway * 8 20“ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William McLaughlin and LindaMc 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 1 L” 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 I UW6/04,- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORlDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\ I\\ ,2010 

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

William McLaughlin and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

GQlj~n CLERK'S omaj 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
t@/d YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

[ Index No.: 1 1 1496104@=] 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(/a c 1 '\ ,2010 

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, G o ~ ~ n  CLERKS OFFICE 

1235-22895 
d11 t \ b  s Lh 5 2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 11 1496/04fi=Q 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., e f  al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby reques-3 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York +l’L, ,2010 

William McLaughlin and Linda McLaughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

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

(212) 558-52 n 12) 509-3456 

324-8278 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
i Index No.: 11 1496/04,@=3 

MCLAUGHLIN, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York + y ,  \ , 2010 

)r Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William McLaughlin and Linda McLaughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

j Index No,: 117 
EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

Jd%S 16634'997 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ h k [ i \  ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

~~GLA&L M 0 ~ 6 7  %$* ": 

Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Br 61 n 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

FEB - 8 201,l 

NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 
-- G&;o.uNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

JAN 25 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25749 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

! Index No.: 1 17398102 1 16634/99, 
EUGENE O'BRXEN and JANE O'BRIEN, f l i >  

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C,& S., INC., at al. 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+I \ I  ,2010 

Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Brien 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 * 8 2092 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e G  Kleinbeitler 

. -  

324-6837 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 6634’99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and JANE O’BRIEN, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,\%&I \ \  ,2010 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FEB f m  

NE.%i F’WK 
(N-JuNTy ~~~~~~~ OF 

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

SO ORDERED, 

454-7201 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and JANE O’BRIEN, 

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

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+( t \  ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York’NewYork 10003 FER - 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW YCrRK 
WUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 2 5 2011 1235-2567 



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

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

i Index No.: 11739W 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and JANE O’BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs , 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
,/+ ,2010 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F ~ B  - 8 20’’ 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

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

j Index No.: 1021 17/0 a , 108737/97 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS7 CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
t ( 4 / , \  ,2010 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F E ~  - 8 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-29565 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Index No.: 1021 17107,5=9 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
E 

+ I / , ,  ,2010 FEB - 8 2011 

CLERKS OFFICE 

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

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

Hon, Sherry Klein eitler 

1122-22804 

SO ORDERED, 1 
JAN 25 2011 



SUPMME 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.) 

; Index No.: 1021 17/07, 08737197 a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of [ 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
8 / * \ [ \ \  ,2010 

Peter DiGrazia 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway FEB - 8 20" 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22329 



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

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

i Index No,: 1021 17107,- 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, ,,ereUy requests 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

\ / % I / , ,  ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Di Grazi a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klan Heitler 

324-2975 



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

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

1 Index No.: 102 1 17107$=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of i 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. E D  
Dated: New Yo k, New York FEB - 8 2011 

\ /J\, ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company Peter DiGrazia 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K l d H e i t l e r  

JAN '' 20 11 454-11118 



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

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

SAMUEL TUMIA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

1 .  

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 



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

SAMUEL TUMIA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I\ '3 9 2014 

1 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P u  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden Antoniou kc&owan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
&E%g 12962'99, 

Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

~ 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 
I 
1 

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

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

I 
I 

63 "4 
without costs. ,E 

B I 

~ 

ZOll I FEB *!3 I 
Dated: New Yor , New York 

I 
+J\ !  ,2010 

I 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson I 

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

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

i 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-27388 I 

~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 

1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et 02. 

Defendants. 

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

102335106, 1 12962/99, g%%7 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard, Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+I I , ,  ,2010 

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

FEkl - 8 2011 

I NEW VQRK 
LERKS OFFlC€ 

F n w K  14- 0 r G 7  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-8635 

JAN 25 20111 

~ 

I 
i 

! 

I I 

~ 

I 
I 

I 
i 
I 
i 

~ 

i 

I 
I 
I 
! 



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

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

i Ipkx-Uq 102335/06, 112962/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 

gO9600/97> 
RICHARD DANSON, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

' 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
c /.*I ,2010 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle 

F I L E D  

w #mnk M. Urhz %,". 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Heitler 
454-10732 



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

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

j Index No.: 102 
j 

THIS DOCUMENT ECEFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
(3-d%?y962’993 

Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. ED 
Dated: New Yo k, New York FE8 - 8 20f l  \I** fl, , 2010 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & m U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

1122-1049 

SO ORDERED, *-- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

j 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 10 &%?312962’997 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
1% +, ,2010 

J&r&fer A. Fbschettg hsq. 

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

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

FFICt 

r---mG Jca o v b i i c - :  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, L 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
1235-551 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 10 1253 19/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

F U N K  LOPOPOLO and CELIA LQPOPOLO, 100493/98- 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York r. I \ \  ,2010 

- 
Attorney for Defendan; 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

454-1 01 77 



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

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

j Index No.: 108929/04, 12 
j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 1 OOW3/%(6%!?&> 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
t / a  h ,2010 

g ‘\ MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 20’1 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

Gfd YO( 
~~~~~~~~~~§ dl 

SO OICDERED, 

1122-137 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

IndexNo.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,I% i I ' \  ,2010 

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

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
700 Broadway FEB - 
New York, New York 10003 

8 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klei'h Heitler 

12352792 



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

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

i IndexNo.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\(e/ I, ,2010 

I 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, W N n  CLERKS OFACE’ 

2571-852E JAN 25 2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ++, ,2010 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 FED 8 2011 

NEW YQRK 
SO ORDERED, CQIJNW CLERWS OFFICE 

1235-22885 

JAN 25 2011 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT XUEFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 06328'98, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /w! I! ,2010 

@ourter-& coMpany, Inc. 

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

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

FEe - 8 2011 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23263 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 
&E2$06328'987 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/15 i l l  ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & ICLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
D : L a  j j 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ; I tmK. 

(2 12) 509-3456 n 
SO ORDERED, * FE$# - 8 2011 

t-Ew YQRK 
i GLERKS OFFICE' 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1 324-3474 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: 102789/00,fi&> 
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually j 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of j 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
, /% I / , ,  ,2010 

. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant A torney for Plaintiffs 
Tishma Liquidating Corp. Constance M. Montgomery and Rob 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. Y, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway W$ 

New York, New York 10004 LUIj (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 " y 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 

25 20111 
2383-26024 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONSTANCE M, MONTGOMERY, Individually 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 0 2 7 8 9 1 0 0 6 z 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / a c  / i\ , 2010 

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

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 0 2 7 8 9 / 0 0 6 ( 3  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New or New York 
J%,7h ,2010 

k m i f e r  A.  pett to, Esq. 
ttorney for efendant 

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

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

rEfj - 8 21111 

Hon. Sherry Klein hkitler 

1122-23274 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 Index No,: 1 0 2 7 8 9 / 0 0 7 6 ~ 3  
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY7 Individually ! 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of i 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

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

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
\ / % &  ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Constance M. Montgo 
MCGlVNEY & n U G E R ,  P.C. Montgomery 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway 
(212) 509-3456 New York, New York 10003 E"i.B ' {j 2 U ] j  

Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 
324-3731 

~~~~ 2 5  2011 



X .  :/caseslFBW30757ilegal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

103005/04, "m 21 11/97 125791/99 
................................................................ 

, ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice aqd withqut costs. 

Halbardier, Esq. 
CTIERNAN & MOORE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

FULTON BOILER WO 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floo 
New York, New York 10 

3600 
D l  

- 8 2071 
SO ORDERED, 



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

1 :X ).: 0 '04, 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 105234/98, 11 1040/98, 

$ w a n d  125791/99 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, I.A.S. Part 2@ 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MO'rlON AND ORDER 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: / /2 q/z!( 
New York, New York 

Lenore E. Benessere, Esq. 
SEGAZ McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite OQ ' '' 

;* al@T 

j .  8 2011 SO OmERED, F t d  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

JhH 



TMkCCCjpk) 
11/30/10 

Our File No 
5-433 1-98 

4. 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, U22111/92&d 103005/04 
I ASSIGNED TO: _ _  I HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 
i 
! 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

FEB - 8 2011 
W 



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

X NYCAL _________________________Xf_lrf_l_______------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

EDWARD JEMIOLO, 

Plain tiff( s) 

1 1 1069/1998 
12372411 999 
1 1 1829/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___t_Xl__t______________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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 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 s F B h e E D  me r 
I 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

KEELER-D ORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for P1aintif;f 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

SO ORD 

FEB - 8 2011 

JAN 2 6  2011 



JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a1 

(Heitler, J.) 

102347-2005 Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
SUDGmNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHBREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOEER 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. 

OIPDEREI), 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. 

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

Atturneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 
(212) 661-1 151 

r ~ p ,  - 8 20'' 

i 
I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. j 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32.12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with'prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York r. I \ \  ,2010 

Attom . 

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

Frank Lopopolo and Celia Lopopolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 r (212) 558-5500 \. , A n  

454-10177 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, i 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
{ / a  4 1 ,  ,2010 

g !, ! 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 20” New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-137 
k .  ” :  ‘ 1 : .  a 2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I/* t \, ,2010 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway FQ3 - 8 20’’ 

Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

1235-2792 

’ I ”  ” 2011, 



EDWARD JEMIOLO, 

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

Index No<:; 
105232/1998 

12372411999 
1 1 1829/2003 

Plain tiff( s) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. Kl3ELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEh!EFUh!E, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C,OMPANY hereby 

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

Section 32 12, disiiiissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

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

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

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the s L 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

FFB - 8 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

1221 11/97, and 125791/99 

I.A.S. Part 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MO'I'ION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the s m e  are hereby, dismissed 

Dated: 

f ,  - New York, New York 

6 9 .  I< .... .*- 

-- 
Lenore E. Benessere, Esq. 

-- a ~ T z z P  &- 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 lOQ A 
NewYork,NY 10022 'f ts tfidw 

FEJ 8 ZQZl 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

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

1 Index No.: 100 1 98/O0,q(f&&a 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 120624/97 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / -  1 I ,, ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC,  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P+C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-3474 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 100 I98/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 120624/97 

-against- 

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

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND OliDER 

1 Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /w! If ,2010 

Fourter & coMpany, Inc. Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus *I 

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

FEB -O 8 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23263 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 0 0 1 9 8 / 0 0 ( 6 ~ 9 2  
120624197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, / + I / \ ,  ,2010 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 FEO - 8 2011 

NEW YQRK 
SO ORDERED, CBUNV CLERK'S OFFICE 

1235-22885 

JAN 25 2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 1001 9 8 / O O ( f & z >  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 120624/97 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ (*, / I( ,2010 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, W N T ~  CLERK’S OFWE’ 

2571-852E JAN 25 2011 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same ar i th 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-3 p+ \o ,2016 

I- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz Luxenberg, P . c . ' ~  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&------ 

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

I '  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'heitler 

1521136 



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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defcndant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1\13 9 2016 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 103005/04, 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, I.A.S. Part 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MO'TION AND ORDER 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: / /2 q/@l( 
New York, New York 

Lenore E. Benessere, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRTDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 k* k~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1109 XI" A 

8 2'3\1 w *" SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

2 5 lo1' 
JhH 



This document relates to: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
DEFENDANT 
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' coinplaiiit 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: Hapjson, NY +4v 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

D 700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

fJ 20lZ 
(212) 661-1151 F a  

"^_ " 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



EDWARD JEMIOLO, 

Plain tiff( s) 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

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

Index No.: 122879/1997 
105232/ 1 998 

1 1 1829/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

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

Section '321 2, 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 s FB me r 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
FES - 8 2011 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Maniaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 
(212)558-5880 
, I  

so 0 



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

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendatit A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudic,e and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201# 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

JAN 0 6  2011 



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

x ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x ________________________________________------------------------------- 
This document relates to: 

ELIZABETH STURM, as Executrix for the Estate o f 
CHESTER HORNER, and RITA HORNER, Individually, 

PI ai n ti ff. 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 119874/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

sunirnary 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 clainis and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

q-( 'I Dated: Harrison, NY 

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

1 Margare J. L zkie icz, Esq. 
M A R I N ~ O ~ D M A N ,  LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New Yor 
(212)661-1151 vy8L E D 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

JAN 26 2011 



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 

Index No 123114-1998 

X 

Q SHIELA SLEGER, as Administratrix for the Estate of BOBBY 
SLEGER, and SHIELA SLEGER, Individually, 

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

ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Sedgwick, Detert, Mora 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs Attorneys for Foster Wh 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 

Newark, NJ 07102 New York, NY 10003 F;B - 8 2011 3) 242-0002 (212) 558-5500 

" ?' $ / ycHE< 
so ORDERED, &ERKs OFFICE' 



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

X P ....................................................................... T A L  
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

MARY JEAN MASSARO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH ANTHONY MASSARO, JR., and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, Individually, 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 defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, NY \ /q I i, 

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

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

Attorneys Jur Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroneck A v e f i t 4 5 L  
Harrison, New York 1 28 
(212) 661-1151 

700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR- OLI VER BOILER 

FEB - 8 20’’ 

p\\:’db‘ vQnK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 



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

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

j IndexNo. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MORGAN, 125 132/00 
( 6 & 2 5 2 5 0 5 8 1 0 2 ,  

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

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

! 
Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Ki'ein Heitler 

2571-872 

JAN 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________...............~~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - . " . . . . . . . . . . ~ . ~ " ~ ~ . . ~  

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

(Heitler, S.) 
.____ ............................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

DANK0 ORBANIC NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR7 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same c a , b & ! k k d  with 

prejudice and without costs. I@' 

I**' cpw 
FEa - 

+J'?'!; -?\@ O\' 
Dated: New York, New York 

."I \>I 
,... J GL 

Erik Jacobs, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenbe 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Cristina Z. Sinclair, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 2 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 26 2011 



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 

Index No. 101622-1999 

X 

FRANCES BOVENZI, Individually, and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN BOVENZI, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L,C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

Weitr & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran &Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, I, L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Hon. Sherry KleMHeitler, J.S.C. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EARL WILSON and TRACY WILSON, 

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

i Index No.: 108712/01 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,//vi ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleyn Heitler 

'k 
$&v,k M' UVk 'L  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Earl Wilson and Tracy Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P f \LED 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 03 

8 2m' 
F€0 - (212) 558-5500 

JAN 2 5 2011 
2571-870 



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

RICHARD ROBBINS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ \ 3  , 2 0 q  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 eys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK RISCILI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index N o . : ( 6 ~ ~ 1 2 0 6 4 7 / 0 0  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\ ,2011 

A - 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003f: EB I 8 2011 

\ ~ J P J  YQRK h 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

cLERK~ OFFI~E’. 
C O W n  

SO ORDERED, 

2571-867 



S f  '1)RRIIME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
t Y T'U OFNEW YORK 
i ' \ i  I ! ! ' .  NTW YORKCOUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

ZSBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 1 i ~ %  IK~FIJMENT REFERS TO: 

' 7 "  1-1ONY SZWED and BETTY SZWED, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

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

-against- 

&. S., INC., et al. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

W i  I I-JKEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

' ' *  > .  :iililled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I I I O ~ , ;  i i r i k  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

j k + ~ t j  v l t i m  thereto, 

I ' 1 ~ i ~ ~ l .  New York, New York 
I - .  \/.A\ ,2011 

A ttnrney for Defendant 
'< ,#I, i * l i > % . O  Inc. 

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

; iVNCY & mUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lO6a  8 2011 

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

QQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE' 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon, She#ykfein Heitler 

2571-863 



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

MARVIN SCHUMER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\> ,2014 

- 

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

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
- 8 20'' 



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

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

i Index N o : f i 0 ~ 0 8 7 1 1 / 0 1 ,  
120585/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES F. SOLAZZO and GLORIA 
SOLAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
\ fa \  ,2011 

- - 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2011 

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

CLERK'S OFF1= I (jQUNrr 
SO ORDERED, 

2571 -871 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. SELMENSBERGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 122889/006;05-2 
113556/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
L?% \ ,2011 

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

FILED William P. Selmensber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 0 % ~  - 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-868 



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

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

j Index No.: 105648/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER A. SMIEL and MARIE SMIEL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,/d ,2011 

darol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter A. Smiel and Marie Smiel 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F9CL E 0 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE’ 

Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler 

2571-869 



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

Index No.: 105648/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
PETER SMIEL, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: \ 2 - 3  I ,2010 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ;+:; 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

E D  
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 [ " r j  - 8 2011 
(212) 651-7500 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, i - ,y jb\n CLERK'S OFF'Ct 

Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 



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

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ . . " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " . " . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ 13 ,201\ 

L .  

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

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherri K l w e i t l e r  



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 

Index No. 106246-1999 

X 

PAULINE ARRINDELL, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
AUGUST ARRINDELL, and PAULINE ARRINDELL, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L,C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, Nsw York 

a&) 5%- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \:I 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. 1. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 6  2011 



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 

Index No. 106316-1999 SHIRLEY AMES, as Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD F. 
AMES, and SHIRLEY AMES, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein a5 “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

F I  Lg’D 
h 

FEB - 8 2011 

y CLERK‘S OFF\= 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ~~ yewark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, 1. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 973) 242-0002 

ry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



i 

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 

Index No, 106337-1999 

X 

JANE DOE, Individually, and a5 Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE CHAMPAGNE, 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATIONf 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys far Foster Wheeler, 1. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz 8i Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintijfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

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



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

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

1 Index No.: 6 ~ 3 1 0 2 7 0 7 1 0 7  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH GREEN, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York \ /*< ,2011 

- 
Carol M. TeApesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

sr 

fy-G-Mk N?' OC/-t-lZ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Joseph Green 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F tB 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 2571-997 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LYNN WALLER, as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of HOWARD GUILDER, 

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

j Index No.: 107251/99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+ \ ,  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

FVWIL PA- Ddt-i 2 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Howard Guilder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F 4 ~ ~ p , c  8.: %@ 

New York, New York 10003 

C 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 
2571-993 



*. 

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

DUANE KNAPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEWFOIIE, defmdmt A. 0. Smith Water PwductS Company heraby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s ~ f $ , & r e d  with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 b..- \a ,2016 

Frank Srtiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenherg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

wm--- 
Helen Antoniou iil&\vw*&Dq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D, HAHN, 

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

i Index No.: 105 172/02,@=3 
i 103765/97 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I /* \ / b’\ ,2010 

f+$LPG M Or f-i ‘7 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Miriam Hahn and Gerald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

F€B - a 
! YOiQ’?% . 
EFiKS b\E\bL 

-y CL- 
GOLN 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6532 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D. HAHN, 

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

1 Index No.: 105172/02, I@=> 
103765/97 

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

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York % I  z \I\! ,2010 

i 
1 
! 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 C W W Y  CLERK’S Q F W ’  

Miriam Hahn and Gerald D. Hahn 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. FEi3 - 8 2011 

KXH 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5459 
JAN 25 2011 



S 1 1 Pf< EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

l h .  1214: -NEW YORK COUNTY 
11 m y  OF NEW YORK 

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

i Index N 4 2 G 9  109588/06 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i E liv ~SOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i b  a E KJC'IA LAMBO, Individually and 
1. iriianistratrix for the Estate of JOHN B. LAMBO, j 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

U'I IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

:tls61\'e entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no I I _  8 

1 bpposition 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 

.'I 1 ,is 

Carol M, Temcesta, Esq. 
i,ltt trrioy for Defendant 

oakfabco Inc, 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

F&Ivlk M* &-tk 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patricia Lambo and John B. Lambo 

- 

ED 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-996 



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

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

i Index No.: 1141 8Y04,GGG 
i 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY JANE DILLON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS JOSEPH MULLEN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ + G I  ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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

2011 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway FEB 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO O'RDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 
2571-866 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.0 ,  SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., st al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10233510- 
109600/97 

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 and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. $? 
‘ 0  

Dated: New Yor , New York +J\, , 2010 

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

Hazel Mildred Dansoii and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-27388 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

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

i Index No.: 1 0 2 3 3 5 / 0 6 z $  
/ 109600/97 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+! /,, ,2010 

Attorney for D w a n t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

FEkl -~ 8 2011 

NEW YORK 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-8635 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDND DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 0 2 3 3 5 / 0 6 , f i G 2  
109600/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York +*I- \, ,2010 

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

F I L E D  

Fvmk M . !Tl.+;z- -\) 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Shew Klein Heitler 

454-10732 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

[ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 102335/06 
109600/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION 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 5 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. ED 
Dated: New Yo k, New York FE8 - 8 Z U l l  \I+. / I \  , 2010 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

1122-1043 

w-- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

[.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102335/0@=9> 
109600/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants4 all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York New York 

‘I+, ,2010 

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

FEE - 8 2011 

r4mG A 0 V k i L - y  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-557 JAN 25 2011 



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

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

! Index No.: 113352/99 125135/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE LUNETTA, as Administratrix for the Estate i 
of GERALD LUNETTA, 

a 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. \ 
~. ~ 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Jnc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ I  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, E s F  
Attorney for Defendant ~ 

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

0 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gerald Lunetta FE6 - 8 2011 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway NEW YORK 

New York, New York 1 OomUNN CLERKS OFF- 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, s 
Hon, Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

JAN 2 5 ?011 
2571-994 



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 

GEORGE E. ALLEN and JEAN ALLEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 113378-1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AS. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES and CECILIA DOBIES, 

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

! 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

. - - . . .- - Defendants. 

W! {EREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc enlitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposii lor1 thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.. I! * \ I ! ,  ,2011 

. 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oahfabco Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony J. Dobies and Cecilia Dobies 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25  2011 
Hon. Sherry KleiA Heitler 

2571 -931 



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

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

i Index No.: 1O5280/02, (6Gg 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649197 

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

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

Defendants. / 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
4 *\s \ \  ,2010 

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

F--,%W- M . w l x y  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. i 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jack Donaldson, Sr. and 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB I 8 2 ~ 1 1  

'pel!! D 

(212) 558-5500 

1235-17683 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR, and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No.: 105280/0- 
103649/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ /*I  [’,, ,2010 

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

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

n 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 7 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-18237 

JAN 25 2011 



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

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

1 Index No.: 105280,O- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649197 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&(+‘ I  \ \  ,2010 

i 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - 8 ZOl l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

NE\dl/ YORK s O F d  
CLERK’ 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 25  2011 

454-5394 



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

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

1 Index No.: 105280/02,6-> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649/97 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York q*4 \ \  ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 FEB - $ 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

324-0 



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

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

i Index No.: 105280102$-3 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649197 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(A/  I\ ,2010 

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

T. F&vlk NI* ovi+?- \!I 

Jack WEITZ Donaldson, & LUXENBERG, Sr. and P.C. M qpnFED 1 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-651 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105280/02,&=3 
103649/97 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and M 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,NewYork 10003 FE& - 8 2011 

(212) 509-3456 
NEW YORK 

COUFJnr CLERKS om= 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25499 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 17398102- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and JANE O’BRIEN, 10486 1/97 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York +/,, ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F E ~  - 8 20’’ 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . ,  . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
1 

2571-657 L 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 17398/02, 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 104861/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., NC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, T i s h a n  Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to, all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/%\!I, ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

f i  0 /&< -2- 

I Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Br 

- 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 25  2011 

2383-25149 



SUP'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 17398/02, fi&& 
104861/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+I 1; ,2010 

Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Brien 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 1 + 7 3 % / 0 2 f i z 9 >  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 104861/97 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all. co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York +! ,2010 

m e  fendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

'*%J F r n k  n/ l .  (3-tcL 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Bri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8  xm 

NE&f VqQK 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-- cQuNfl ~~~~~~~ 

SO ORDERED, 

454-7201 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN IRE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 17398/02 
104861/97 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

. 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+k[ ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FEE - 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 1235-2567 



J a n .  20 .  2 0 1 1  4 : 1 9 P M  M a r  i n  G o o d m a n ,  L L P  No.  6 7 3 9  P .  3 PQ 

FWEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOkR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requesta summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled w e ,  pwuant lo Civil hCtjce Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plSitrtigs' 

complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there king no 

opposition thereto. 

ORVEND, that upon notice to all co-defeadants, all cIaims and cross-claims against defendant KEELER- 

DORk-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudiw ad witbout costs. 

700 Broadway KB€?LER*BORR-OI,IWB BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 C O i W M  

500 Mamwcmeck Ave, fe 
Harrison, New York 105 

(2 12)55$-5500 

(212) 661-1: 
SO 

Hanorable S h e 6  Klei&Heitlcr 

151 



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. 120254-1999 LAWRENCE MITCHELL, as Executor for the Estate of JOSEPH 

R MITCHELL, and ELIZABETH ANN MITCHELL, Individually, 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND Plaintiff (s), 
-against- ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w' ff4Prc'C*E D 
Dated: New york, FJew York *- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plain tffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEE - 8 2011 

Sedgwick, Detert, M o a  & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 



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. 120810-1999 CAROL A. STEEL€, as Personal Representative for the Estate 
of ANTHONY J. PORTELLO, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et  at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

~ € 0  - 8 20" 

y LERK'SQC 

Dennis . I ESW 
S e d g w i z ,  Moran & 
Attorneys for Foster Wheel-@ 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



$1 IPRKIIME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i ’ E  ;N’l’Y OF NEW YORK 

1 .  w,w YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 1 154/99 1 10765103 
\ ( ’ONTGLIO, as Administratrix for the Estate i 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

D ‘ ! 6il; !%)CTJMENT REFERS TO: 

’ ’ E: jhl  AS G. MULKERN and ELIZABETH 
f i 1. 1 E ic’ ! ’[ti N, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

+ F .i ?,,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

L1/ E EREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

c t  1 ,:rriitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

or rlA:~!iii against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

~ ~ i d x i t ~  Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

! )L , /~ ;c t .  Scw York, New York 
_ _  11% \ ,2011 

1 ‘ m l  M. Tempesta, Es; - 
I I Jrne;) thr Defendant 

I h k  Iinbco Inc. 
M~GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I $ 4  

Thomas G. Mulkern and E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2QII 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-864 
JAN 25 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SI 1 I] ICEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I'( bl INTY OF NEW YORK 

- I h  [ ( I ; :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- 

I I I 1~ I~OCUMENT REFERS TO: 

,I 1; ! "y I3ELLANDI and MAUREEN BELLANDI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

" 1 . & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
.... __ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o ~ l ~ ~ 1 0 3 8 1 1 / 0 0  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

N'tIEEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

.$i  ~wiitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

L 1 1  ' ) I  hint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

t vj-?l< 

I ~ d c 3 .  New York, New York - 8 2011 
+ ' / I \  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

John Bellandi and Maureen Bellandi 1,lh IklhCO Inc. 
2!dL%jlVNtY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -90 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No. 121732199 103825/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAURICE BEEMAN and JOANNE R. 
BEEMAN, 

a 
\ NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
I / *  $\  1 ,2011 

wd.UyLGQ 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Maurice Beeman and Joanne R. B e e m  - 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway HE!pJ Y ORs 

' 

(212) 509-3456 

I SO ORDERED, 

2571-901 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: @lo5 103/00 
! 
j 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTINE ZEHAR as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ALBERT CASARIO and ROSE 
CASARIO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + L / t \  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Casario and Rose C 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, F'Q 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEE - 8 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
REW YORK 

CLERK'S OFFICE* 

JAN 25 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2571 -909 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No: 12 1 856/99, 05597100 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS G. CONNELLY, Individually and as 
Executor for the Estate of VERONICA B. 
CONNELLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

a 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C .  & S,, INC,, et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /* l /  t ,  ,2011 

!' 

Zi, 
W' 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esi. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

h r  d. QE77Z 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis G. Connelly and Veronica B. Connelly 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I  D 
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
co u N N  CLEF! 1";'s 0 F f-i CE 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-924 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121856/99 105827/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. CORTRIGHT and JOANNE B. 
CORTRIGHT, 

c3 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., 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 t heret 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \Izc\ \ l t  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esi. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F;EB - 20,1 (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
'OuMW Gums OFFIm' 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 2571-924 



PFRXiME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
f ' t  J: 'N'W OF NEW YORK 

i k  8 1: TLTW YORK COUNTY 
A S  REST0 S LITIGATION 

(1  1 i VI ARIE LAHEY, Individually and as 
i I I I ~ F I ' I X  for the Estate of FRANCIS D. LAHEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

' $\: < MC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108171/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

'4 XXEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

t j t # b t 1 5 '  cntllled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

,m ,igainst defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no , I ,  

i Y ;'. Glion thereto, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ciic:fmdant, Oakfabco Inc., be and ' h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

I k i k  I b h ?  h c .  
MCGIVNEY & mUGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Rose Marie Lahey and Francis D. Lahey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2121 558-5500 I ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-995 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COI jN‘l’Y OF NEW YORK 
IN i ? l * *  NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~. 

TI1 ! S JlOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

D I ’< 1 GTARDIELLO, Individually and as 
Aoiirlsiislratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
Gi ’\ i ~ I ~ i l ~ L L 0 ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A ( & S., INC., et al. 

. Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1049 18/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Vv I IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

i d ~ ~ ~ v ~ ~  LAtlud case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

c t ~ ~ ~ l I p i & i  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dclc irrlnnt, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.’ 
Attor ale? lor Defendant 
Oakfhbco Inc. Diane Giardiello and 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 €0 - t l  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000% 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-980 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALVIN E. EHL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

“against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
112,  ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. ’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Alvin E. Ehl 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ~ € 0  - 8 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAM 25 20111 
257 1-94 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PERLIE LANG, Individually and as Executrix for ! 100787/03 
the Estate of ELMER A. LANG, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

i Defendants. j 
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. 

Dated: New York New York 
?/%(  ? ,2011 

Cxyl M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NewYork,NewYork 10003FEB - 8 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Perlie Lang and Elmer A. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

CCTuNn CLERKS OFFICE; 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-381 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. LAWRIE, Personal Representative 
for the Estate of THOMAS TODD LAWRIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o 4 2  1982/99> 07860/00, 
100838/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4% t ,2011 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

r 

Thomas Todd Lawrie 

700 Broadwav 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Ee 8 201’ 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Niw York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

@L)N \ y  

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 2571 -593 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JERRY E. MALANEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Y :,mwvA. 3+ 
-**4'*, #,I, 

k . 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz, & Luxenberg, P.C. 

F I L E D  , 

FEB - 8 201f 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry n e i n  Heitler 

JAN 0 6 2011 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE? defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice? and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 I 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are here 
fqfl k. k Q 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg. P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys far Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hettler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD W. KLOPFER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and th 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

4wu"2Li. 
\\, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heldn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

h n 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: (1 2 1988/99) 106891/00; 
1 16796/07 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 06 20ll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.....__ "____________---.-.--...----------------""-..~--------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.@= 10943 1/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ r . . . . . . . _ _ _ _ l - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - . - . . - - -  "-"----------"-"-....-~--" 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN L. MATHIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and th 

FE5 - 8 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helbn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, W~ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 06 2011r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are he 
2' -1 8 !r 1 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

"aq+.: 
Weitz & Luxenberg, Y.C. \; %\ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys For Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



*.' 'Y? 

THOMAS SCERE (Deceased), 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Index No.: 122 193199 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
PPPd17 /+, 2010 a%&/ 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq? 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 
orneys for Robert A. Keas 

LY 

JAN 18 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS SCERE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products C~mpany with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and tFs*&&ro 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New Yor 

wx\d.,..ld 

X k Y  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

%\ I 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED. 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 122201/99 114286/00; w 

MARK WITTER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEIUD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sa 1F e 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dejen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, m- 
Hon, Sherry'Klein Heitler I'" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne yr'rk, New, York 
2014 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ L E D  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24Ih Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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 

Index No. 123465-1999 

X 

JOSEPH BOVE and CARMELLA BOVE, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby 0 dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Sedgwick, Detert, Mora; & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAMUEL TUMXA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same ar i th 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-5 pe \o ,2016 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

+------ 
Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

I '  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cb-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l\3 Y 2016 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenber 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden Antoniou Mc&owan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutscli, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



EDWARD JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiff( s) 

&E%%> 
1 1 1829/2003 

NO OPPOSITTON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
_____________________________________rl_~--------------~--~----------- 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 32 12, 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 s FB me r 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Har&on. N Y  \\A \( 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 
> ,  

so 0 

FEB '- 8 2011 

Attorneys f$r Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

i 

I 
j 

j 
i 
~ 

I 

I 

i 
! 



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. 125073-1999 VIRGINIA M BURNS and OWENS F BURNS JR, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F\LED 
Dated: Ne York NewYork 

/ I \  

&& Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

~ € 0  - 8 Zo" 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq, 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitr & Luxenberg, P.C. \I 
Attorneys for Plointvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORIK 

RICHARD W. BROOKS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
113 ,201p 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H e l d  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
SS Pine Street, 24th Floor 
Yew York. New York 10005 

(7 

SO ORDERED, \- 
Hon. Sherry Klein H&tler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., at al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 108929106=> 
100493/98,11110 197 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests swnrnary 

judgment in the above entitled case;pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York L I !  \ \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Lopopolo and Celia Lopopolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

$EO - 8 201’9 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
CQUNTY CLERK‘S OFFIS 

454-10177 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, ! 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Cmpany, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
11% &, ,2010 

\ B i  Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Lopopolo and Celia L 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M c G i w Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

FEB ++ 8 2u” (2 12) 509-3456 

b\pN YQBK 
SO ORDERED, c ~ ~ ~ l v  G@@ 

1122-137 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 O8%29/04,- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 100493/98,11110197 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above enfitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/* t I '1 ,2010 

v Attorney for &fendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway FE$ - 0 20'' 

Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

1235-2792 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD E. MANGOLD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esy. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

Helei Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

Hon. !Hm$Klein Heitler 

JAN 0 6  2011 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOUGLAS E. MATHEWS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

. .  
' -  * 

,# . i: e ' *  

j,- *. ' . *@ I 
_- 

,pi ' 

"".B,+& $,,Jd#d.*) L-.+*'4b 
' k -  

MQLFh*4 

*"., * 
Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD R. KENT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defcndant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
FED - 8 2011 

NEW VORK 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, - 
€-Ion. Sherry Klein HelXfler 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 125769/99 

NORMA HUFF NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

SO ORDERED, 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

FEB - 8 ZO" 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____-r--------______I__________________-------~----------------------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

x ....................................................................... 
Index No.: 

(%$7%$ 
This document relates to: 

RONALD R. KENT (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. kXELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X 1--______1__---___________I_____________~~--------~-------~~------~~-- 

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, NY \/* t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Margar&. Lesfiie&, Esq. 
MARIN GOQbMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORlDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

e\LEQ dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ney/grk,  New, i;;j 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

h -I 

SO ORDERED, 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
yew York, New York 10005 
/ 
I-- 

~ 

ler 
JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are 

F d e  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e y y i k ,  New, :;Ikp 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

&A..~. 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein H%tler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
ai., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 103005/04, 
105234/98,11- 
1221 11/97, an 125791/99 

I.A.S. Part 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

Dated: 

/3 n 
New York, New York 

& W L  -.. . 
-- 

Lenore E. Benessere, Esq. 
\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite , 1100 Y l X  I 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & M O N E Y ,  LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

10022 k" 4t k a f  

SO ORDERED, F"td ' 
8 2011 

Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

JhN 



X. :/casesF'U W30757ilegallNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ------_-1___"_"_1__1_------------I--"------------------------~---1 

, ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No,: 103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WO 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floo 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DUANE BROUGHTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ 13 , 2014 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

P 

Heien Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 G 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARLO BFUSCOLI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Pioducts Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th F 
New York. New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +! I! , 2010 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

FEB - 8 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW KJHK 
SO ORDERED, C W K ' $  @js,~je 

Hon. Sheny l&in Heitler 

1122-23263 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., el al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ++, ,2010 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

1235-22885 

JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A,C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index N o . f l O z )  106328/98, 
120624197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,/ I (  ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2Q11 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, w N ~  CLEWS OFF-’ 

JAN 25 2011 2571-8523 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN MARCUS and RUTH MARCUS, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / -  \ I  ,, ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Steven Marcus and Ruth Marcus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
E D  r. ,r  1 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ! 2 

I 

Fm - 8 2011 

y\!LT\,V YORK 
mki  L GLERK’S 0FFK;EI 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein\ Heitler 

JAN 2 5  2071 324-3474 



SUPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HAROLD RINEHART NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

pspiFIFD against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and t 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

!. 
*, *_**" i -> 'r, 

**,, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \ 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB - 8 ZQ\\ 

'1 

Heien Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

J A N  0 6 2011 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT E .  BRANN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. 

IC L 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100552/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, NY L ( W 1  ' \  

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT E. BRANN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /2 ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t 
New York. New Y 



THOMAS L. BALLING, JR, as Executor for the Estate of 
THOMAS L. BALLING, and JOANNE RADER BALLING, 
Individually, 

X -------_____-----_______________1__11___----------------------------~- 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumiiiaiy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100553/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR-OLJVER BOTLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 
\ f z  ( 1  \ \ 

Dated: Himison, NY 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for DLfendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-BORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS L. BALLING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor F 1 L E u 
New York. New York 10005 I 

FEB - 8 2011 

c SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry niein neirier 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROGER R. DESSUREAULT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against de€endant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / >  ' ,2014 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARY BLOCKER SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ,q 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

D 



SUPREME COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.........__. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 10 1760/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ - . . - ~ . . . . . . . . . . - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ -  "--------....-~ 

This Document Relates to: 

WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New,Yr;k, New,;;;! 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant -4. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANCIS J. BROOKS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
" - - - - - - - " - - - -  .- ""-."- ......-- " - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
\ /3 , 2 0 q  

Dated: 

& Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

- 
Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hel"t1er 



JOHN G, PALASZYNSKI (Deceased), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York E /  1?//11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102468/2000 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintgf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5500 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
3UDGMEW- - -  
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

-1 

 MA^ GO~DMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suit: 501- 
Harrison, New York 10528 

FEQ - 8 ZO" (212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s E e L L &  D 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

"z""< Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. *%, ~ 

L 

n 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

"_ - 

SO OFCDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS CRUGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER ! 
WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
4 3  ,2010 

Dated: 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 Index No.:fi7=3 1209 1 7/97 
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually ! 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of j 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/a\ \ \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Constance M. Montgomery and Rob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 qnll 

1" (212) 509-3456 1212) 558-5500 . ".9 

2383-26024 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: p7-20917197 
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually ! 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of j 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary Jdgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ \ \  ,2010 

Constance M. Montgomery and Robert Montgomery 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No. 6 2 2 %  1209 1 7/97 
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually j 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of j 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

”against- 

A,C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., h requests summaq 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New or New York 
\Y*$h 2010 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Constance M. Montgomery 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 20’’ 
(232) 558-5500 

1122-23274 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
/ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: ($=$I 209 1 7/97 
CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, Individually ! 
and as Personal Representative for the Estate of j 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Constance M. Montgo 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Montgomery 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WARREN E. BURNHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ l a  9 2011 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

FRANCIS X. HOYLES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

Hekn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 103500/00 

JOSEPH J. ELTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereb 

F l L k D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FE$ - 8 2"' 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 6 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 0 6  2011 



SI iPKX:ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-. (.( ) (  [NTY OF NEW YORK 

I k  111:: NEWYORKCOUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

7 y ' !  I !q IIOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

.I i i 'c RELLANDI and MAUREEN BELLANDI, : 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

1 Index No.: 12 1 7 3 2 1 9 ? 6 ; 3  

- j (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

') a ' .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WI IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

( 1  ti  L cmlitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I, )fill-;! vint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ciei'endant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

< ' I 4 ' i .  

FEB - 8 2011 i ~ i t c d :  New York, New York p/\l ,2011 

.- 
Carol M, 'l'empesta, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
i u ~ k  h b c v  Inc. 
MC'GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Bellandi and Maureen Bellandi 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-901 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A:S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 12 1732199,- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAURICE BEEMAN and JOANNE R. 
BEEMAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice 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. 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Maurice Beernan and Joanne R. B e e a  
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 c ~ u ~ f l  CLERIC‘’ OFF’c‘ 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway b!E’”hl YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-90 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
_____-.~._.__ ...- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 125799/99;&=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ - . _ . . _ _ _ . _ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

114151/05 
JOHN R. CATANZARO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 'all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
'!7 ,2019 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. S 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARLO BFUSCOLI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

disiiissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne:r;k, New, 1;;i 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

hel&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

LWW# 

Products Company p [** 
88 Pine Street, ~ 4 ' ~  F oor 

M W u  

New York. New York 10005 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same a 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

Bel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

n 

..- I 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hxtler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARTIN S. KAUFMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.. ""__________.....________________I____~~~~~----.--------~~~~~-~~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NATHAN GLOWATZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heher 

JAN 0 6  2011 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. Q 
Dated: N w , ~ ,  New, ;;;j 

1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 06  2011 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTINE ZEHAR as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ALBERT CASARIO and ROSE 
CASARIO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121855199,@ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\ ,2011 

1 Y -  

Carol-M. Tempesta, Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert Casario and Rose C 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - $3 2011 

(212) 509-3456 
S E W  YO&( 

CLERK'S OFFICE' 
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 
2571-909 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CO'JNTY OF NEW YORK 

DANIEL SCHIANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 

New York, NY 10003 

D !  

Hele'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Beutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

----._ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r y w h l e r  

JAN 0 6  2011 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L 2 I w I l -  
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

JOHN V. TORCHXCK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE. defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 13, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L  

t Dated: 

Frank OZZ, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index NofiO-&, 
12576911 999 

RONALD R. KENT (Deceased), 
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 32 12, 

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, NY \ / a  t I \ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

.*. - 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suit 
Harrison, New Yor 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Q 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 2  I! I \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 n 

F v W  b 4 i z - ~ &  
n, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anna Imagna and Fiorio Paul Imagna 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

I L E D  

r.1W4 YQRK 
SO ORDERED, c:ouc\j-ry CLERK'S OFFICE' 

2383-2849 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A,C.& S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124484/02, -(&pd 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / L J  ’\ ,2010 

I 
n -  

vreadwell CGoration Anna Imagna and Fiorio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.? 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(2 

-c 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A 
Hon. Sherry Kleiri Heitler 

JAN 2 5  2011 1235-2627 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 2 4 4 8 4 1 0 2 , m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et,aZ. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ t /  1, ,2010 

Courter & coMpany, Inc. 
PACGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Anna Imagna and Fiorio Paul Irn na 
W E I T Z & L ~ N B E R G , P . C F  1 E . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - a 20” (212) 558-5500 , ,  . I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

a 

I 

1122-3107 JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 2 4 4 8 4 / 0 2 , [ s 3  
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +\ I \ \ ,2010 

- 

ment Company Anna Imagna and Fiorio Paul 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo& 10003 

I MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 668 - 8 2011 

w~t4 .; f GLERK’S OFFICE? 
rxiEW YORK (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS G. CONNELLY, Individually and as 
Executor for the Estate of VERONICA E. 
CONNELLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 12 1856/996=$ 
: 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ , t ,  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, E s ~ .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Francis G. Connelly and Veronica B. Connelly 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FEW - 8 2011 (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-924 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD R. KENT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs cdmplaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Wdtter 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CIOSS claims 

against defcndant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
FE.0 - 8 2011 

Helen Aiitoniou McGowan, Esq. I 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvmey & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Slreet, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

- ." 

SO ORDERED, 
Hen. Sherry Klein He2ler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e T r y k ,  New, I;;! 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FED - 8 zm 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 PiRe Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

. 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. CORTRIGHT and JOANNE B. 
CORTRIGHT, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S., WC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 2 1 8 5 6 1 9 9 f i G a  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the sitme are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I\ ,2011 

w -  
Carol M. Tempesta, Es4. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ~ ; E B  - 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert G. Cortright and Joann 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
CaJM-Y  CLERKS OFFICE' SO ORDERED, 

2571-924 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1.A.S Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 121980,996) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALVIN E. EHL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE3 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 112, ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Alvin E. Ehl 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FE$ 8 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 2071 

i, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571 -94 1 



Yi E'RRRME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1'Y OF NEW YORK 

. G;w YON COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i)%CTJMENT REFERS TO: 

%itRIE LAHEY, Individually and as 
x. for the Estate of FRANCIS D. LAHEY, j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

' \ :i: '< MC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

' ( - ) IREFOE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

h t t  ) 1  j i ( ~  wit itled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

2 1 .  ! + k i n A  sgainst defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

t.lKDERED, 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 

!..I - t , 201 1 

1 ,[ t 1 v (or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
1 kik jkiKb14 Inc. 
MLG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Rose Marie Lahey and Francis D. Lahey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K . leh Heitler F a . *  .=, 

2571-995 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 PERLIE LANG, as Executrix for the Estate of 

ELMER LANG, and PERLIE LANG, Individually, : (Hen. Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

' Index No.: 106412-00 

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, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: -kk 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

GATESLLP f \ L E D 
orneys for Defend t 

599 Lexington Avenue FEB - 
New York, NY 10022 

'O'' 
(212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 121981/99&=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PERLIE LANG, Individually and as Executrix for i 100787/03 
the Estate of ELMER A. LANG, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in th 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q2.1 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEhl - 8 1011 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW K I R K  

~ U d W  CLERK'S OFFICE'; 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-381 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . - r . . _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ - - - - - . . ~ - - - - - - - - . - ~ - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Hejtler, S , )  

Index No.: 121987/99; 
100678/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
___-_....___________ "-"-..~-~"~-------"--~~~"----".---~---------~"-- 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN M. KING 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WMEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all &-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sa 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
' ,2011 

I *  

Frank Ortiz, Gsq. T':; 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD W. KLOPFER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

r against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Corripany be and th 
kLm 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hdin Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

+_ 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUXXKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
Ccbl W'IY OF NEW YORK - -  

IN i-: p.,: -NEW YON COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

". "_ 

MIGUMENT REFERS TO: 

D6 2t '4 E GTARDIELLO, Individually and as 
A~ii~Y?i~rstratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
GI '\ I U  TILLLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A [ K S., INC., et al. 

" .., Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No,: 1 2 1 9 7 8 / 9 9 , ( 6 z J  
1 049 1 8/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W l  EREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

i d -  v L ~inrtitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

~ t * \ ~ i / ~ ~ e r a i C  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ol i Isit ion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcrr. id:int, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.' 
Atto i invy lor Defendant 
Oakijbco lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000% 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

+*<* 20 11 I 
2571-980 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- # I  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

FICE' 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 06 2011 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOUGLAS E. MATHEWS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sunirnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, M ~ i l v ~ ~ ~ g r  & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
LLP 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 125768/99 

-----_-______"_____________________I____---~-"-.-~~~-----------""--- 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed wi'tli prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

r' o.l.*lcw'nr 

Frank Ortiz, Esy. -'%%.J 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helefi Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 06 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JERRY E. MALANEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

u I **,-*Is--. 
**2 %.,f1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. % \  

I 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. LAWRIE, Personal Representative 
for the Estate of THOMAS TODD LAWRIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants e 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

n 
Index No.: 12 1982/9$J07860/00$ 

100838/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant .to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be 'and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
11% I ,2011 

L 

Y .  

Carol M, Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant- 
Oakfabco Inc. Thomas Todd Lawrie 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -- 8 2011 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 !v-qq Yo:coF~&' 

CLER 
@L)F'' i y 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-593 J A N  25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND LOBUS 

Index No.:G9114/0@ 105205/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
Ne y T i k ,  New, :;;\ 

- 8 2011 

Helei Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



' TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/61 1 0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND : 1 ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the sarne are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4223-00 



JUDITH L. MATHIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN L. MATHIS, and JUDJTH L. MATHIS, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10943 1/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniinary 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN G O O ~ M A N ,  LLP. 
Atturneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck S ite 501 
Harrison, ~ e w  Yo@& L E D 
(212) 661-1151 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUN T'Y CLEW'S OFFICE' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. S.) 

JOHN L. MATHIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and th e 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

P 
u, rxmnr* y-. Frank Ortiz, Esq. "\, * e ,  

%tqq " , I Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

Hel;?n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24*h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 06 2011 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY 01; NEW YORK 

GEORGE P, MCGOFF NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
1 " - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - ~ - - - " - - - - . . - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . ~ - " " - - - - - - - -  

W€lEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sumrnxy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Compnnv be and the same are hereby - -  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hddn Antoriiou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 2dh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 110669/00 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Yo k, New York 
/ 3  ,2014 

Dated: 

Frank Or& Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 0 fi 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. : 00/111114 

NO OPPOSITION 
THOMAS SCERCE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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. 

Dated: 2010 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendan 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHON T ~ E Q  \i 

E. %‘N - ’ ;oFR;e\ 

Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 1 % ~  8 20’’ 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h G  Kleiri Heitler 



SUPEILIE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

THOMAS SCERE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Fs+ against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and t 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

I 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 112517/00 
JAMES BALDWTN, 

Plaintiqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COJPA W, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: / 2  -3 / ,2010 
New York, New York 

I 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

J e n n i f a .  Bucker, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  

wdTy G*&BK--’ 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
FEB - 8 201’ 

p4E,N YORK 

J b ~  Zs?“ 



* 
hlc:C?(ipk) 
11I30AO 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES BALDWIN 

INDEX NO, 
112517/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 

~~~ 

a Z & /  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 1 OOOp.f?89X - 8 2011 

b'EW YORK 
C'UN'm CLERKlS OjqqE'  SO ORDERED: 

I 

JAN 2 6  2011. 
Our File No 
S-8395-00 



JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. : NYCAL 
BALDWIN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 1 125 17-00 
Plaintiff(s1, 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : 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, 

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: mhum$ 
New York, ew ork 

Z &  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue FED - 8 2011 

r 
f 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. She r3  Klein EIeitler 



X :/cases/FBW40783/legaVNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
................................................................ X ~ 0 7 5 0 l 0 3 8  
JAMES BALDWIN, 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$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 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 1 

8 zQ~' 
SO ORDERED, F@ - 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PMYLLTS STEVENSON, Individually and : NYCAL 
WILLIAM H. STEVENSON as Executor of the 
Estate of WILLIAM V. STEVENSON, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: Index No. 1 141 67-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: wmb 1qb2011 
New York, N w Y rk 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
w York, NY 10022 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE? 
SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

STEVENSON, as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
STEVENSON, 

Plaintiff, . .  - 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

. -. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

JUDGMENT I 

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: Harrison, NY I/ !?/[ / 

E D 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

(2 12)558-5500 

KEELERIDORR-OLIVER BOILER 2oll 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY FEB 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

CO3\ 



SUPREME COTJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section' 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company w+iih prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NerTTk, New, York 
201q 

-%% '4. Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. h \  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-l I 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24"' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry f le in  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S,) 

Index No.: 122201/9<* 
10364Y06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
" _ " _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ " . . . . - ~ " - - " ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ . " " - - - - - ~ " " - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

MARK WITTER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEIIEFOW,, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OF3lEIED; that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s &&,re& 2 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

€$elen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaiiey & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherrfKlein Heitler 



* ,  

TMc:CCQpk) 
12/3/10 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GIN0 ROMANO 

INDEX NO, 
115836/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 ,,@@ York, Inc. 

t c,+j yrjv:q oFF&onsolidated Edison Company of New 

@\\ i 4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7887-00 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK RISCILI, 
Index No.: 1 0 4 0 7 6 / 9 9 , 6 3  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\  ,2011 

% 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway 8 2011 

New York, New York 10003F EB 

I 
I 

1 
I 

1 
i 

I 

I 
i 
I 

i 
I 

I 
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I 



<! 'I'RI1ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
f ' i  k I  N'I'Y OF NEW YOFX 
E', 1 t E ' .  NXW YORK COUNTY 

,ZYBESTOS LITIGATION 

' i? ! IONY SZWED and BETTY SZWED, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

, $ ' & X., LNC., et al. 

.~, ~ ." Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: -392104, 1054 
2066YOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

tVJ EEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabca Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

t X L  :v~titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

, I  IF.,:^' i i r r i  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

VRDDERED,~ that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ziclkndant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

' irid' New York, New York 
- I l//d ,2011 

C"xoP M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Arfnmey for Defendant 
< <,I* ,  ~ # t l W O  Bnc. 
i f r . ' i  :YC.'hIEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lO6@ - 8 2011 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

QQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE" 
SO ORDERED, 

c JbN 2 5  2011 2571-863 



STEVENSON, as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V 
STEVENSON, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index No.$14167/200\ 
12219612000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAIZY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFURE, 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, NY I/ !?// ( 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR- OLI VER BOILER 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

" it,j yoi2:"- 
Harrison, New York 10528 1 b 1:": /\c; 
(212) 661-1151 7y GL.FRfi -" 

e,Our+i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD E. FISHER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and t ~ s ~ ~ ~ e ~ , ~ r  
Ruyy L,mpp 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl sn  Heitlzr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

MANUEL ALMOZARA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

7 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 

'ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: / 0 5 5 0 / 9 9 ,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. SELMENSBERGER, j 113556/03 

I 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York .I% I ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. " 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William P. Selmensber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York loo($$g - 8 201, 

R I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 

2571-868 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

BRIAN J. MCGUXRlE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and t h e t q q  b e  
x &ir* 

i 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 3--, ""9 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

H'efen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Conipany 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 125131/00 

CHESTER HORNER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereb 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / 3  , 2 q  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein HeitIer 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TERR4NCE J. FOLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are here 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
112 ,201p 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherryKleiT Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE LUNETTA, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of GERALD LUNETTA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113352199(=$) 

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 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\/'&I ,2011 

r 

Carol M. Tempesta, E s y  Carol M. Tempesta, E s y  
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gerald Lunetta FEB - 8 2011 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway NEW YQRK 

New York, New York 1 O O ~ U N N  CLERKSoFF'= 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, E 
Hon. Sherry Klhn Heitler 

2571-994 
JP.,lf! 2 5  ?011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i X.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

t IndexNo.: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MORGAN, ($%2y058’02, 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York \/L, ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John H. Morgan 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -872 

JAN 25 2011 



TMc : CC(jpk) 
1/12/11 

Our File No 
S-4693-01 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSE FERNANDEZ 

INDEX NO. 
1 0062/0 1 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

4 Irving Place 
NewYork,NY 

$ 2011 FED - 

Y 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES and CECILIA DOBIES, 
Index No,: 114491/9fl-> 

113953103 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. 8t S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. - __ ._ I._ 

b'b' IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

cOmplibil7t against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

crpposiriun thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
. _. *, 201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
0;Mabco Tnc. 
McC'lrvwy & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for plaintiffs 
Anthony J. Dobies and Cecilia Dobies 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
' *. A/  /"- 

JAN 25  2011 

- . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

2571-931 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate 
of EARL R. MONETTE, and KEVIN M. 
MONETTE, as Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANCES F. MONETTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AC.& S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 101 145/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+,/h ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Earl R. Monette and Frances 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEa - 8 2091 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klzn  Heitler 
2383-22489 JAN m o l l  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate 
of EARL R, MONETTE, and KEVIN M. 
MONETTE, As Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANCES F. MONETTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101 145/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,,,! ;\ ,2010 

Orbrz- 
A s  Pl&t i ffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ %  

Earl R. Monette and France .;$E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 2 U l l  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

HETI cEBKSOFFIoE: Y m K  

SO ORDERED, c#Jm 
1235-18990 

Li: r r 4  25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_____ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate 
of EARL R. MONETTE, and KEVIN M. 
MONETTE, as Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANCES F. MONETTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 101 145/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York \ Ic / I ,  ,2010 

AttorneyTor Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 8 201\ FE* - 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  ?!Ill 
454-263A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 101 145/01 

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate ! 
of EARL R. MONETTE, and KEVIN M, 
MONETTE, as Administrator for the Estate of i NO OPPOSITION 
Frances F, MONETTE, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-5 

??mk d. 0 d - k  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Earl R. Monette and Frances F. Monette 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I ~ L  E D Attorney for Defendant 
Safegoard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

~ € 8  - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
mu~v CLERK'S OFFIE 

324-6067 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate 
of EARL R. MONETTE, and KEVIN M. 
MONETTE, as Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANCES F. MONETTE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101 145/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

urter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 F~~ - 8 zol' 

P I S $  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

1122-19518 JAN 25 2011 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. &=$IO I498/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

I Defendants. 

Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Rgbert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 lo1’ 

cou~n CLERWS OFF’Ct 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 10 1498/97 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
4 1% 11,  ,2010 

ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Felicia WEITZ & Kensy LUXENBERG, and Raymond P,c. TppLEO 
: 

8 2Ql' 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB * . -  

(2 12) 509-3456 

y . . . .  - . 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-379 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: l‘6=2101498/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or New York rdjt, ,2010 

FYO_~,K  WI. B d i z  

Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

AttomeybrD+~ndant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Indus rial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ~ € 8  - 8 20’’ 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-5995 
JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No-1 01 498/97 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n / 

bttorney for Vfendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. Kens 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r \ d Q  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P. 

FEB - 8 20” (21 2) 509-3456 fi 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-6759 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i LAS, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 102456/01, 0 1498/97 

j 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

magainst- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/I \ I  ’ \  ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Felicia Kensy and Raymon 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ,--e 8 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
h 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 1235-6264 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.- 1 0 1498/97 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A,C& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / &  \I,, ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 20” (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. S h e 6  Kleiri Heitler 



SUPREME COURT STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

,f 

In Re: New York City Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies To: 

Mary Martin, Individually and as Executrix 
For the Estate of William C. Martin, (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. 
(Judge Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 10361 1-01 
vs. 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

{ V0039703.1} 



- 2 -  
,- 

&' 

ORDERED, that upon Notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
November /o ,2010 

Law Offices of Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
NY, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I Eckert Seamans Che& & Mellott, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Comolidated Rail Corporation 
10 Bank Street, Suite 1061 
White Plains, NY 10606 

.-- .- - +  

(914) 286-2807 
I 

F 

b 3  
D 

61 

{V0039703.1) 



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 

ROBERT SPAMINATO and HELEN SPAMINATO, 

Plaint iff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 106641-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant ’ 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New Yoyk, New York, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PS, 
Attorneys for  Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, 1.L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, r-- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Wtler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Kleinkeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 107731-2001 CATHERINE STASI, as Executrix for the Estate of PETER 
STASI, and CATHERINE STASI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CO RPO RAT1 0 N, 

Defend ants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost%* 
,? *‘ IA KD 

\- i-i 

@m f !.$ 

- 3  2 0 ~ ~  

W 

Dennis E. V e x s q .  
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

P 
Weitz 81 Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 I9731 242-0002 



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 

Index No. 108008-2001 

X 

NANINE CREMO and NICOLETTE POSILLICO, as Co- 
Executrices for the Estate of MILTON G. POSILLICO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
CLERKS OFFICF 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys far  Plaint(ffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, 1. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA A. JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. . 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108009/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
\ / % $ \  ,2010 

Diana A. Johnson 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. w E I T Z & L ~ ~ E R G , P $  I L E D 1 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 (2 12) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
P E W  YQRK 

R-! SJ TY CLERKS OFFJW' 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-2430 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108009/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA A. JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+,I I \  ,2010 

nifer A. F chetto,%sq. 
ttorney for fendant 

t a d  well ,&oration 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Diana A. Johnson 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 IQI' 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 1235-1946 I 



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 

Index No.(I-Oa 

X 

DOROTHY PARKER, as Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD 
PARKER, and DOROTHY PARKER, Individually, 115492-2004 

Plaintiff (s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER L.L.C., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, I. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO% 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 1 0 5 5 2 0 / 9 < 6 2  
120585/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES 1;. SOLAZZO and GLORIA 
SOLAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., 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. 

Dated: New ork, New York A\ '2011 

- - 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Charles F. Solazzo and Glo 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 '''I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102360/99 108712/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EARL WILSON and TRACY WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEWFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

I 

Carol%. Tempeza, E*sqyv - 
Attorney for Defendant ~ 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klelh Heitler 1 

&$Q k- b). OV-h'L ".,'BI 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Earl Wilson and Tracy Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 03 

%\LE 
$ 207' 

(212) 558-5500 F€B 

JP.N 25 2011 
2571-870 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH MASSARO NO OPPOSITION SUMn RT 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New Yor 

17 mWw+-.'' 

\"#* 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. *%>-  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 

LLP 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

DANK0 ORBANIC NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, "md there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Eyik Jacobs, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenbe 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

-2 Skq&&* 
Cristina Z. Sinclair, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith' Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

+ 

SO ORDERED, ____ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

15 14962 



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. 109115-2001 GERALDINE 1. REY, as Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
REY, and GERALDINE 1. REY, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A, C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

FEB - 8 lot’ 

- 
Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Mora: f i % & ! ~ ~ P  
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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 

Estate of J. D. WARD, et  at., 

PlaintiffIs), 
-against- 

A. C. & S. INC,, et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 109480-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Cent 
New York, NY 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler L.L. 

Newark, NJ 07102 
F'tkrk D 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 
, FEO - 8 2011 

p l k - j ? i  '{PgK 
SO ORDERED, L j A  ~~~~~~~~1~ c?FFICb 

SRW " DATEl]: - 
d 



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 

PHILLIP L. WRIGHT and DIANA Y. WRIGHT, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 109598-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New,York, yew York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

r -”  - 8 2011 

\ . ’ . > I  y , )kU5 

New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 1 1 E j  

(212) 558-5500 

ci)tilJ-i y c;IEHtC’S m& 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Estate of JAMES LUTHER STONE, et al., Index No, 109770-2001 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSlflON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. 81 S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork ewYork G 7 r \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
(212) 558-5500 

lfE3 - . r 3  2 011 

9.4&>nK Dennis E . M s q u  
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnol&UP’ iuyds OFFICE‘ 
Attorneys for Foster W h e e l p a ‘ y  LLh- 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘ Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherb KleH Heitler, J.S.C. 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 I0438/0 I 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

HAROLD M C G W ,  
(Deceased) 

Plaintiff(s), . 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the abave-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejgdicc and without costs. .- 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
November 15,20 10 

F I L E D  

NEW YORlC ~ u m  CLERK’S QlfPICk 
G d y  \ f  kGLc-\.! 

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. / Gary T. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

McMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington Street, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, New York 1 I20 I 

(212) 558-5500 747-1230 

SO ORDERED: JAN 2 5 zul1 
SKH - D A T E D : ~ ~  



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. 110439-2001 THERESA SARDO, Individually, and as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of FRANK J. SARDO, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

I LED 
Dated: New york, yew York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitt & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

t 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys fur Foster Wheeler, L. I. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



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 

JAMES MCGEE and MADELINE MCGEE, 

PlaintifF(s), 
-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 110498-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortit, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

$ & E D  

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, I. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hehbr, J.S.C. 



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 

Index No. 110740-2001 

X 

GERALDINE A. KAPUTA, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of STEPHEN J. SIZENSKY, and ELEANOR M. SIZENSKY, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC,, et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

9 li. &*?e 

ZQjj  
-.q " F3 $ <Lb 

Dennis E. ?'&&. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, U P  
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

2 I' "gf1 
d J #  i: k Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

SO ORDERED, 



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 

FRED P SILEO, et al., Index No. 111218-2001 

X 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 

(973) 242-0002 I, XL .: R I (212) 558-5500 

~ ji?:X, 
l~ OFFICC 

I;&tZ&d r y > $ V ;  E f 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. <_111218-200D HELEN TORRETTA, as Executrix for the Estate of DANIEL 
TORRETTA, and HELEN TORRElTA, Individually, 115630-2001 

Plaintiff(s), 
“against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arno 
Attorneys for Foster W h p  l .~t~k D 
Three Gateway Center, 1 Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
1973) 242-0002 F E B  - 8 2011 (212) 558-5500 

NTN YORK 
so ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
lion. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

ROGER WARKENTHIEN, et al., 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 115833-2001 c1-m 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L,C, (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, p.ursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with 

Dated: New York, New York 
!/\ 4 I \ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintrfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J S C .  



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 

n X 

ALBERT KENNETH NICHOLS, e t  al., 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index Na<+111222-20Qd 
115819-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an ithout costs,  LED 
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
CLERKS OFFICL: 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. 1. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein H h r ,  J.S.C. 



Index Nd.: 1 1 1230/2001 d 
MICHAELL PALAZZO (Dec.), 

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 --------------r-_-r-___rlff____l__l_____------------------------------ 

UWEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORL)ERED, 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: New York, New York 11 1 714 

L..- /?7,,lfy'c F4-f I/. % 

- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plainti! 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARIN GOOD 

D 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index d s >  
11923Y2001 

KAREL DVORAK, 
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 __r_______________________________1111__~~~~~"~~~~-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated New York, New York / 1 I 

/3t. L 4 M /  Ff4M 11.- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



TH El 
RK 

F JEP RK 

Plaintiffts), 

- against I 

A.C.&S. NC, et al.; 

MOTION AND OWER 

Index No.: 122177/01 

NYCAL 
I.A,S, Part 30 

thg above- an 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' camplaint against defendants JOHN CRANE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, hiit upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and Cross claims against 

defendants JOHN CRANEINC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without osts. 

@Q111 

Levy, Phillips & Ranigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL GACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e 7  F r k ,  New, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

H e h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hkitler 

JAN 0 6  2011 



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 

SHIELA SLEGER, as Administratrix for the Estate of BOBBY 
SLECER, and SHIELA SLEGER, Individually, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Mor 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs Attorneys for Foster Wh 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 
New York, NY 10003 
(2'12) 558-5500 

/yark, NJ 07102 - 0  2011 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



OSJnq 

HE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-- 
JOAN B. HART, Individually and ~ 1 s  Exwutrix of the 
Estate of ROBERT D, HART, 

Plaintiff(s), 

against - 
A,C.&S. INC., et al,; 

Index No.: 3 13346EOl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOE, defendants JOHN CBAi'VE INC hereby request summary 5 in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pra 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

apposition themto, 

ts, all claims md c 

e and the same are hereby dismissed wiih 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 



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 

JOSEPH SORSAIA, as Executor for the Estate of LOUIS M. Index No. 113955-2001 

SORSAIA, and ANNABELLA SORSAIA, Individually, 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al,, including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L,C, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, 1,L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick, Detert, Moran LL E D 
Attorneys for Phintffs 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 FEO - 8  20 1 

JAN 2 6  2011.i 



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 

Index No. 114584-2001 

X 

PETER T VELLA and MARIE VELLA, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

2011 

‘ I  YORK 

Dennis E. Vega, E 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

I 

s* ’b 
so ORDERED, JAN 

D A W . 7  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARL INZANTI AND JEAN INZANTI NO OPPOSITION S i R  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Energy Systems, W a  Kewannee Boiler Corp.) (“Tuthill”), hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Tuthill with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Tuthill be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kudrey Perlman Raphael, dsq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
LEVY, PHILIPS & KONIGSBEKG, LLP 
800 Third Ave. 13‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Energy Systems, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Caqenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, FE8 ~ 8 2011 

JAN 262011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N Y C A l  
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

HELEN TORRETTA, as Executrix for the Estate of DANIEL 
TORRETTA, and HELEN TORRETTA, Individually, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.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 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dared: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitr & Luxenberg, P.C, 
Attorneys for Piahtiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Mor  
Attorneys for Foster Wh 
Three Gateway Center, 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 FEE( - 8 2011 (212) 558-5500 

p>JE‘fl YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE‘ 

KH - D A ~ I $ $ J ~  



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 111222-2001 

X 

ALBERT KENNETH NICHOLS, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, 1.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an ithout costs. P 1.1. E D 
FEB - 8 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Phint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LlP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, I. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 
/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heher, J.S.C. 



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. 6-a 
111222-2001 

ROGER WARKENTHIEN, et al., 

Plaint iff (s), 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., e t  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER COR PO RAT1 0 N, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L,L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouhc 
<ga * >, WJ .yl 

h 

Dated: New York New York 
\,/\ \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

- _  

SO ORDERED, 

SKH-DATED: , ~ 



This document relates to: 

N Y C A L  
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.)  

Index No.: 1 1 
$$%%$I 

KAREL DVORAK, 
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 
_I_lf_lrl__""l_r_rr_rrrrrl______________----~~----------------~------- X 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 11 I ?/ It' 

/3t * C 4 M /  F R N  11.- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Afforneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)S58-5880 

WHEREFORE, defendant KXELER-DOFtR-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 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ADOLF V. WEBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby - -  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FI  
FEB - B zm 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

06 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL 
1,A.S. Pa 

-----------------------------------------"*----------*--~"----***-"-~*- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

~ E ~ F O ~ ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice JAW and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOFtR-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: New 

Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

COMPANP 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 641-1151 

JAN 26  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JERRY SPIELER, et  al., 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 121100-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, al l  claims and crass claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L,L,C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
,/,a)\\ 

Weitt & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n 

c1 

\ 

(p* 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran &@&? LLP 
Attorneys far Foster WheeGr, L. L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURI’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-- 

i NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, .I.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i EndexNo.: 121231/01 

ROSSAND G. AUGUSTE, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -agairis t- 

A. C. & S., (NC., et al. 

Defendants. ; -- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Odcfabca Inc., with prcjudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

casts. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attoniey for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Rossand G. Auguste 
MCG~VNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YQRK 
couNN CLERK’S OFFICE* 

(212) 605-6251 {212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
I-Ion. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1324 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

i Index N o f i S l )  103990/97 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ \ f  I\ ,2010 

Raymond Jarzynski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 201’ (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
wNTy CLERKS OFRN 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 1122-20884 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No. <-b 103990/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND OliDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A,C.& S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ /%.I it ,2010 

h Attorney for Defendant ok, Esq. 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

n (2 12) 509-3456 

G a n K  A/1 .  O r + l n  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Jarzynski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E  
~ € 8  - 8 zol' 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 454-3928 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 6 s  1 03W0/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York r ( l , l  ' \  ,2010 

-\ Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Raymond Jarzynski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E  CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 8 201' 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 F a  - 

SO ORDERED, \ Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-20379 
JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

1 Index N o . u G l  O3990/97 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + + \  ,2010 

-0, \ - .- 
Pf&VL\L //z. O V 6 - L  \y 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Raymond Jarzynski 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 (212) 509-3456 

NEW YoRK 
SO ORDERED, a)upqy CLERK'S 0mGk 

2383-24801 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : h G O >  03990/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
* I% I I 1  ,2010 

orney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

p-1 L E D 
FEB - 8 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

b'FW YORK - -  
COU ili i Y CERK6S O F ~ '  SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry KlAn Heitler 

JAN 252011 324-6363 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 123008/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS P. LARDNER and MARY S. 
LARDNER, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., NC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I/* ‘/I \ ,2010 

FdFL E D Thomas P. Lardner and Mary S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 n (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

64tE’N YORK 
CQUN CLERKS OFf le  
25 di SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler u \ ;>.,v 
324-6981 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS P. LARDNER and MARY S. 
LARDNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., e# al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

lndex No.: 123008/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas P. Lardner and Mary S. Lardner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, r,o N CLERK'S OFFICE 

Hon. S h G K l e i n  geitler ; ~ 5  Zib dbH 
454-3942 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123008/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS P. LARDNER and MARY S, 
LARDNER, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas P. Lardner and Mary S. Lardner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F 1 L E D I 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS P. LARDNER and MARY S. 
LARDNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123008/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOIRE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
,[%I)\, ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Thomas P. Lardner and Mary S. Lardner 
WE~TZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. 1 L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ~ € 0  - 8 20” 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
2383-24830 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS P. LARDNER and MARY S. 
LARDNER, 

j Index No.: 123008/01 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests swnmary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I* \ /\I ,2010 

Thomas P. Lardner and Mary S. Lard 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Cf 1 LE D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~ € 6  - 8 2o1’ 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS O F F I ~  



This document relates to: 

MICHAELL PALAZZO (Dec,), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JLJDGlWENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant e COMPANY 
X -_-_lf___l_______---_____t_lr_lll_______-----------------**-*--------- 

FKMEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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 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: New York, New York I /  I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

C O M P M  
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

P AwY 

KEELER-DORR-OLI 

F E B  - 8 2811 (212) 661-1151 

' !  

i i  
' 
! ,  

8 ,  

9 2 6,2011 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS M. MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
' (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 1286/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York \ /  zr\ /,, ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gladys M. Miller and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003~EB 1 8 20" 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW W R K  
Rg$ O F f l a '  

C,OUN"fy CAZ 

2383-25092 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 

I 

I 

i 

a. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1012S6/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS M. MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

A.C.& S., NC., et al. 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
\ga I I ‘1 ,2010 

Treadwell forporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FE6 - 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, a ~ n  CLERK’S OFFICE‘ 

Gladys M. Miller and Alex T. Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway. 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  a 

NEW YORK 

1235-3232 

JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101286/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS M, MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/*\ / \ I  ,2010 

e- Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gladys M. Miller and Ale 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

8 2011 FEB 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitle JAN 252011 

454-4659 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101286/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

GLADYS M. MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER, 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., WC., et al. 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York +$, ,2010 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gladys M. Miller and A 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 201' FED - (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

3p.r~ 25 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein fieitler 

1122-3706 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 101286/02 

GLADYS M. MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / % I 1  I\ ,2010 

R- Gladys M. Miller and Alex T. Mi er p” 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C*d,”’ * p b  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

!I - , ”  

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

r %  
8 21321 

F@ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-6630 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120398/2001 

1 16795/2007 
464- 

HOWARD CORR (Dec.), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- OFCDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
--"l-l-l-l---------r---"-"-"----r------------------------"----"~------- 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 32 12, 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 oreiudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 

COMPANP 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

JAN 262011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.:G-jb9675/99, 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D. HAHN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
\ z J\: ,2010 

E3giGr-P Attorney for Defendant 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Miriam-Hahn and Gerald D. Hahn 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. FEB - 8 2011 
700 Broadwav 

I 

I 

i 
i 
! 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CWiNTY CLERK'S DFmy 

New York, Niw York 10003 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5459 
JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.fi-l09675/99, 
i 103765/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD D. HAHN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I /* I / ,2010 

Fr6l-k M O r f a -  

$ 201' 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 b6 LL@k5 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Miriam Hahn and Gerald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F m  - 
,E,N yo?'AOFFIGg' 

C#fl 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6532 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.~105280/02~116634/99, 
103649197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+ ] \ I  ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 201’1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N)EW YQRK 
SO ORDERED, couNm CLERK’S OFF=‘ 

JAN 25 2011 
324-0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.6052 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649197 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A,C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
4 1  %‘I i, ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway - 8 2011 
New York, New York 10003 FEB 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 25 2011 
454-5394 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LA.$, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 6=$116634/99, 
103649/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, /*I 1 ,\ ,2010 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~ € 0  - 8 lo'' 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and Mary Donaldson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FILED 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 1122-18237 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-again$ t- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : B l 1 6 6 3 4 / 9 9 ,  
103649/97 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
4 -7 \ \  ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell &oration 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 

- 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-17683 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant? Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Jack Donaldson, Sr, and M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

c o u N ~  CLERKS 0~1% 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25499 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
W RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: (65=116634/99, 
103649197 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(..I / I \  ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. GaMt n/t. ovt-;* 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jack Donaldson, Sr. and M 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE" 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-657 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106369/02 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

7l 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FLOYD CADY SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
--_-----....._ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 109854/02 

PHILIP MULE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

F I L E D  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - ~ ~ . * * ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 11 1905/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
____________________- - - - - - * - . * . - - - - . - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
This Document Relates to: 

MARILYN GARCIA, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of JOHN 
SANCHEZ GARCIA, I11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

, ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - " * * * " " - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Tuthill Energy Systems, Inc., (('Twthill)l), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Tuthill with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Tuthill be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$lac ,2010 

Audrey Pehxan Raphael, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
LEVY, PHILIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Ave. 13* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Tuthill Energy Systems, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 100 

jLED 

1526272-1 JAN 2 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S?'A?'E OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YO-OUNTY i NYCAL 

AS BE STOS LITIGAI'I ON j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

n-m DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1905/02 

MARILYN GARCIA, INDIVIDUAI,I,Y AND AS i 
ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JQI-IN j 
SANCHEZ GARCIA, 111, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oalcfabco Jnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Administratrix of the Estate of John Sqchez ' 
Garcia I11 

Attorney far Defendant Marilyn Garcia, Individually and as 
Oakfabco Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 . 800 Tlird Avenue 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 LEVY, PI-IXLLIPS & KON 

New York, New York 1OOf2 U .* P 1 1 
(2 I 2) 605-625 I 

NCl'j?,' yai \!' 
W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFCGi: ' 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1125 

N0028202-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No,: 1 15268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York +\!;! ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mary McFarland and R 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FED 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
..i 2 2 a ~  Hon. Sherry Kfein Heitler 

L.!kZI 

324-7041 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AC.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + I p,, ,2010 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Mary McFarland and Ray E 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 20’’ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, w 

d)!i‘> : i u 20 11 Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 

454-6974 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j LA,% Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 15268/02 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs? complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant? Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+i 1 1 ,  ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FED - 8 Io’’ 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-20071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C,& S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 1 15268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests s u m r n q  judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York \ ( - I  I \  ,2010 

q+7,u& ,vl o-v-trrz “T;;;$ ” 
Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘ k  

Mary McFarland and Ray McFarland 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 201’ 

13id 25 20111 1235- 19548 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
A j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 15268/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I/+, /I! ,2010 

c-7 Attorney for Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Mary McFarland and Ray McFarland 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F E ~  8 10’’ (212) 558-5500 

2383-25736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I Index No.: 1 16543/02 

I ALLEN RABINOWITZ, PERSONAL I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
STANLEY RABINOWITZ AND PEARL 
RABINOWJTZ, I MOTION AND ORDER 

: NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

._ - _. ._-. - -  -- A F SUPPLY COICP., et d.,- -- - - - 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, McMaster Carr Supply Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f~ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiil’s complaint against defendant, McMaster Carr Supply Co., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, McMaster Carr Supply Co. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FE8-5 8 2m’ 

p k q  YOPY. “@ GL€WS F- F- iGt- 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
McMaster Carr Supply Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Flo 
New York, New York 100 

Estate of Stanley Rabinowitz 

k, New York 100 17 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N00280S 1 - I  

. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.:* 16634/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 0486 1 /97 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

M ( 3 k k i L  \<\?> 
Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'B F I L E  n 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

--. WNTV CLERK'S OFFICE 

FEB - 8 201,l 

N€W YORK (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 25  2011 

2383-25749 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index N0.:6=116634/99, 
104861/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and JANE O’BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York New York ,/,I!,, ,2010 

‘\ 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene O’Brien and Jane P1Bhnl  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 8 to’’ 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-657L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 6 9 G 3 6 6 3 4 1 9 9 ,  
10486 1 /97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+I I ,  ,2010 

- 

orney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

ment Company ugene O'Brien and Jane O'Brien 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e 6  KleinNeitler 

324-6837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

1 Index N0/67=3 116634/99, 
104861/97 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \I%%! \\  ,2010 

Attorney or efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Bri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

*7 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 fEB Q 2m 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. fiz& 16634/99, 
1 0486 1 /97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
+%[ i t  ,2010 

t Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Pel L E D Eugene O'Brien and Jane 0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFIW 

1235-2567 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 12 19 1 1 /02 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules lj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ I ,  \ I  8 ,  ,2010 

Edward Kania and Dorene K i 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ~ € 8  - 8 20'' (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JAN 25  2011 324-6111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12191 1/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

w GAnK M ~ r + ; t  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Kania and Doren 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB ' 

Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

JAN 23 2071 454-7535 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12191 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
+I/;, ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Kania and Dorene Kania 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 E D  
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FED - 8 2011 

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: 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12191 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/*I,/ 1, ,2010 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 

New York, New York 100 3 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F I L E D  
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FEB - 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
C o U N n  CLERKS OFFICE" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12191 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ,/.. q I I J 2010 

1 Attorney for Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Kania and Dorene Kania 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
cQUbyy CERK'S O F F I ~ '  

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,; 12191 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD KANIA and DORENE KANIA, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\/ \ ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Kania and Dorene Kania 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

fLQjj 
(212) 558-5500 FEF3 - $  (2 12) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

Index No.: 124099/02 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTO RIZZO, 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 
BASIC INC., et al., I 

I 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, George A. Fuller Company with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, George A. Fuller Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, N w York 
1 \ Bb t ,2011 

F I L E R  

NEW YORK 
SUNN CLERKS OFFICE' 

Michele J. hktleman, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
George A. Fuller Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

f S & w  Law fim &J& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Moore and Lucy Moore 
747 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 

(212) 509-3456 /- (212) 838-3735 

SO ORDERED, \ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1224-0304 

N0027374-I JAN 26 2011 



. f ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A,S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEMARY E. SEERY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH E. SEERY, 

1 Index No.: 124099/02 
I 
I 

I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintifqs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant( s) e 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ;York, yew York 

L 

NEW YORK 

s - w q l w & &  
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Zurn Industries, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Joseph E. Seery 
747 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 535-0252 

N0027381-1 JAN 26 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: fiz???) 105556/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I(%' I I \  ,2010 

ment Company Anna Irnagna and Fiorio Paul 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - 8 2011 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 K:4N Y08K 

~ & r * . :  c 1' GLERKS OFFICE~ 
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2011 324-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

______ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.:(&&h 105556/00 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anna Imagna and Fiorio Paul Im na 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. WE~TZ&LU~NBERG,P.CF E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

~ € 0  - 8 201’ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
* +  Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 1122-3107 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.:&=& 105556/00 
/ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Indiviaually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / % J  ' t  ,2010 

ttorney for fendant 
breadwell C g o r  at ion 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

b w ~  p6"h'" \ 
Attorney for laintiffs 
Anna Imagna and Fiorio .t6;11 b&aE D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - *'" 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25  2011 1235-2627 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.:@~05556/00 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA IMAGNA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of FIORIO PAUL IMAGNA, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / 7  ,I ! \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEE - 8 2011 

Anna Imagna and Fiorio Paul Imagna 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  3 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE‘ 

Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 

2383-2849 



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.: 101 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. MORGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York ,/.L, ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq* 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

- -  . - 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John H. Morgan 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-872 

JAN 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: ( 6 z 0 3 1 2 1 9 2 5 1 9 6  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK M. DUNN, as Personal Represenative 
for the Estate of THOMAS 1;. DUNN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / Z  \ (9 ,2010 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ~ € 8  - 8 201' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 

h\EW Y m K  New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
GouNTy CLERK'S wF'= (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-2594 
'JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No: 126141/02, 121925/96 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK M. DUNN, as Personal Represenative 
for the Estate of THOMAS F. DUNN, 

0 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ /a  , / I \  ,2010 

D 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. &&, 8 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NEW yon\( 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 cQ#&gy.clxpK’s ClbmX 

--- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h e 4  Klein keitler 

1122-3074 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127003/02 

ANN ROSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK D'ALESSANDRO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, .,ere,y requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
'h / 1 \ ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank D'Alessandro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
JAN 25  2011 

324-1134 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127003/02 

ANN ROSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK D'ALESSANDRO, 

1 NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants, / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and , 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York \(%!I y ,2010 

Attorneyfor Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

n (21 2) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank D'Alessandro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 
Hon, Sheny Klein Heitler 

454-8365 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN ROSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK D’ALESSANDRO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 127003/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

D Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

c 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F [aij .- 8 2011 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, G Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011’ 2383-25954 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 127003/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN ROSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK D'ALESSANDRO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. ; I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York +/;, ,2010 

I 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 8 201'r 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 1 OOqZ0 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
JAN 25 2011 

1122-23267 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No,: 127003/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN ROSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK D'ALESSANDRO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 
~. . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
\f&, ,2010 

Attorney fo Defendant 
Treadwell Arporat ion 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Frank D'Alessandro 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

FEE - 8 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-22891 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index NdO@O& 
1 125 17/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 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 d wit out costs. 

IT20/ I I 
- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 1 

2011 
SO ORDERED, FEB d 0  

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : ( l 6 6 D  
1 I 104911 998 
10799 1/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEEL E R- D ORR- 

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: Hamison, NY 

Frank Ortiz, Esq Margaretkf. Le$zkie(C;iecz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \!, MARIN GOdDMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaiiitiff 

L- 700 Broadway 

E t e k  1 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., 

Attorneys for  Defettdunt 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 FEB - 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOI E 

8 201' 

.Ir 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE BUBLAK and JUNE M. BUBLAK, as 
Co-Administratrices for the Estate of JOHN 
BUBLAK, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100769/03 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Xnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Jnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

FED - 8 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ *{ [ ! .. ,201 1 

FFlCE' 
Carol M. Tkrnpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. John Bublak 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571 -229 
JAN 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y0R.K COUNTY I NYCAL. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 118351/03 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

I 

i Index No.: 104232/97fiO=. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICE' 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 26 2011 2383-26641 

N0026524-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

/ Index No.: 104232/97 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 1 1835 1/03 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND OFtDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against, 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F t p j  + 8 2011 

k.1E.w YORK 
~~~~~ OFFICE) 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-21576 

N0026523-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAZ, 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 

I Index No.: 1 0 4 2 3 % ~ $ & 3  
118351/03 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

P 1 ainti ff( s) , 

-against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests s m q  judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ \ 3co \ 7 201t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'M I L E D  
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FED 8 2011 

* 1 - 'r"r"qy< 
r " - i"* i l l < >  pj . :F& SO ORDERED, ibj ty ,,>~'~, 1 1 '  $ J  

Hon. Sh&y Klein Heitler 

1122-22062 

JAN 2 6  2011 
N0026522-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

i Index No.: 104232/9&%2 
118351/03 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I I 

NO OPPOSITION 
A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., { SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against , 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

p,LbLL\ F&++ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, D i  
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway FEB - 8 2011 - 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-7741 

N0026517-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PERLIE LANG, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of ELMER A, LANG, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J*) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- t MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
t /%l ,2011 

I 

I 

Cwyl M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 h + 8 ZOll 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

cxww-Y CLERK'S OFFJCET 
SO ORDERED, AN 25 2017 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571 -381 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 107991/03 

SAM DONOFRIO NO OPPOSITION SUMM RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

F\LED dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ 111 ,201+ 

New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-------------------------------------------------------”--------------- x NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X --------------------______________l____l---~-------~------------------- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 100755/2003 

&-%23J 
SAM DONOFRIO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

De fend ant . COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgiiient in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintvf Attorneys for  Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 500 Marnaroneck Ave., 

Harrison, New York 10 

700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR-OLI 

(212) 661-1151 

?\T &iKS $ ,n r l m K  m\@J 
CQUtY 

JAN %.fi20\1 
Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD J. FLORKIEWICZ, as Fiduciary of 
the Estates of THEODORE J. FLORKIEWICZ 
and HELEN FLORKIEWICZ, 

x ____________------IIII-----------------------_--------"-"------------- 

Index No. : 108 146/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

ORDER 
"against- MOTION AND 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC, Successor-in-interest to 

Crouse-Hinds Company, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 

January -%, 201 1 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 19 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC FEO 
(212) 681-1575 

HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 8 2011 

NJEW w R I C  

SO ORDERED, J h ~  252Q'' 

100 Wall Street, 23'd Floor 
New York, NY 10005 rv @qws OFF\= 

] 687-01 00 COuN 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD DEVINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i / 3  ,2014 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Yl IIERIME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK 
6 )I izi'l'Y OFNEW YORK 

:\i;* NI'W YORK COUNTY i WYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 12 1 154/9 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 10765/03 a I ! Y  WF~JMENT REFERS TO: 

2 INIGLIO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
i )MAS G. MULKERN and ELIZABETH 

2 1 I I I K 1 I< iu, Individually, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

* r y ($.? INC., etal. 

-- Defendants. i 

h L iEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

f ~ ~ h ~ + ~  t tvfitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

o \ A a L ~ l ~ i i ~ ~ ~  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

~l~.Fi.~xd:mt, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

h . 1 ~ 4 ~  V .  Ov3-i z. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

\ L& 1 abco h c .  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas G. Mulkem an 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

FEB - 8 201' 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-864 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OlZDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  I 

FEB - 8 2011 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ______-_______-_-__r1111__1_1__1________------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

X ________________________________________-----_------------------------- 
This document relates to: 

EDWARD JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiff(s) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12287911997 
105232/1998 
1 1 1069/1998 
12372411 999 

c i a )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KIEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __-_____________________________________--------------~--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests sumnary judgment iii the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, 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 s B. 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

\ r  

Dated: HarIison. NY \ \b \ \  \{ 

Fran Ortiz, Esq., 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 

so 0 

I 

Attorneys fd- Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroneclc Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-D ORR-OL I VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. SELMENSBERGER, 1 13556/03 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,)  

-2889100, 10550199, 

Plaintiffs, 
1 NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND OlRDER 
8 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEEFORE, 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. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
201 1 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERU, 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

New York, New York 1OORB - 8 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
CoUNn CLERK'S O F N ~  

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.. 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES and CECILIA DOBIES, 
&-K%y0300’017 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

Wll EREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

cham~lnint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

OR.I)ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, _. +\/! ,  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oiikliiboo Tnc. 
MCC’uIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony J. Dobies and Cecilia Dobies 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleiX Heitler 

JAN 25  2011 
2571-931 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 1521 8/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
5 /J\\ ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 ZQI’ 

CEB - (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-7817 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 152 18/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York , /%\I t \  ,2010 

%- Attorney Patterson for Pump Defendant Company 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.. 8 lull is 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW ..(ORK 
CLERKS OFF= 

454-981 7 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 115218/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+VI, ,2010 

%ttorney fodJdefendant . 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

F u  jA Ok47-z p A 

P Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward T. Plantz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F E ~  - 8 2011 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

; 1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 
i Index No.: 1 152 18/03 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /a\ /,, ,2010 

F W 1 L  fiWh=-- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward T. Plantz 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 8 ZQ\I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FE'O - 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She& Kl&n Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 1235-22893 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 152 18/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I/, {[I,, ,2010 

&- 
AttornemDefendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry d e i n  Heitler '4 25 2011 

2383-26543 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

1.A.S. Part 30 
, (Heitler, J.) I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
' I SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant (s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

Attorneys for Defendants 
T i shan  Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 26 2011 

N0026524-1 

2383-26641 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitlm, J,) 

I Index No.: 104 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O’MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I I I (-.9?%3°0781’037 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O’MALLEY, 

Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintips 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
~~~~~ ~~~~~~ OFFlCEj 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O’Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-21576 

N0026523-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I 1,A.S. Part 30 , (Heitla, J.) 

I IndexNo.: 1 

I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I $E%--7 1'03 , 
I 

I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 
I NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) , I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cowter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, hc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims .against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ \ a w  \ 3 2011 

MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Thomas O'M I L E D  
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FEB - 51 2011 

., , -1 '; ' 1  
< ,PTZ!< 

U,$i , ?( Gki+*y;*l<, :3 Ilrl'FICE' 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22062 

N0026522-1 
JAN 2 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I IndexNo.: 1 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I I I &%3°0781'03, 

I 

I 
Plaintiff( s), I 

"against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

f r \ ,LhL\  F=&- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ ~ p l  - !3 2011 

(212) 509-3456 ;.I: I;! YORM 
p:ou14 I b L ~ ~ ~ ~  OFF~CEI 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-7741 

NO0265 17-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 120579/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York v,: ,2010 

fmnk VI. o+i2. \\ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aloysius Kenny and Regina K 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 ZQtI 

Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 FEB - 

OFF* 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JV4 2 5  2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-8016 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120579103 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ I %, I, ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aloysius Kenny and Regina Kenny 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~ € 0  - 8 20" 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.c, 

SO ORDERED, r,o 1J 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120579/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 I \ I 1 ,2010 

Aloysius Kenny and Regina Ke y 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. ff 1 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 20” (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-1275 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 120579/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 / %I/ \! ,2010 

torney for D endant 
teadwell Codration 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 201' F a  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JP.N 25  2011 1235-789 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 

PI aint i ffs , 

“against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120579103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / %  \ / , 2010 

0 

Yop;@\cE’ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 vc;$BK 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

: 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway FEB 

New York, New York 10003 

c(-JuN--c 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26689 
JAN 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES F. SOLAZZO and GLORIA 
SOLAZZO, 

j IndexNo.: 10 &%3°871 1’017 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212; dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York A\ ,2011 

I - 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2011 EEB - 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
HEW YORK 

CLERKS oF=FI* Q Q v N f l  
SO ORDERED, 

2571 -871 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 102222/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for j 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, d 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
t / -  3 ' \  ,2010 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E. Byrnes and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkn Heitler 

1235-22894 



SUPREME COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102222/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for ! 
the Estate ofEDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A,O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F7LED 

)) 
Dated: New York New York IN 

[b, ( I ,  ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E, Byrnes and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 257 1-655 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.0, SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102222/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

fj 202' 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F €0 

Hon. Sherry Kfein Heitler 
JAN 25 2011 

4s4-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102222/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for ! 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 1 I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FE$ - 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, pj’!:w YORK 
Ff?’ i1.L k Y GSWS oFFIc6fl 

J h N  2 5  2011 
1.122-23270 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x NYCAL ---------_________--________11______1___-----~~--~~-~------------------ 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

T.A.S. Part 30 

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 102902/2004 

DERNA COSTANZO, as Executrix for the Estate of EZIO 
COSTANZO and DERNA COSTANZO, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT I 
I 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEEL E R-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgrnent 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 dismisse 

and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JAN 26 2011 



Index No.: 102902/04 

EZIO COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Wat 

FEB - 8 201' 

JAN Oc: 2011 



SLIPICEME COURT OF T H E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI and JOAN ANN 
PYANOWSKI, 

1 hdex NO. 103005-04 Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMI'TI-I WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND OK,,EK 

Defendants. 
X _____-----________-__________r_________l---------------"- 

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' coniplaint 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 

L I 

1% 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue E - 

E D  
8 2011 

I 

1 
I 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
"EW YORK 

C Q U ~  TY CLERKS OFFICE! 
(212) 536-3900 

JAN 2 6  2011 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No,: 103005-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, MOTION 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, CNC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: \ ?  -3  ,2010 
New York, New York I A .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F l L  (212) 558-5500 

F1-i? - 8 71111 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants . 

Index No.<-> 
105234/98, 1 1 1040/98, 
1221 11/97, and 125791/99 

I.A.S. Part 3@ 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and,without costs. 

Dated: ///a ~!WI( 
n - New York, New York 

-- 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. Lenore E. Benessere, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Su i t e s04  
New York, NY 10022 \* \ 
(212) 651-7500 

8 2011 FE3 j" SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

25?Ql1 
JhN 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index N- 
1221 11/97 & 125791/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

-- - -- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floo 
FULTON BOILER WO 

New York, New York 10006 
(2 1 p3- 3-600 n 

SO ORDERED, 
m - 8 2011 



TMc:CCopk) 
11/30/10 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHlN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_ _ _ _  " _ " _ _ _ " _ _ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ . ~ . . . ~ " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edisoii Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
Cot 'NTY OF NEW YORK 

r <  1,- NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ . -  

TI4 ! Y DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

D! 'e p41i c;IARDIELLO, Individually and as 

G 1 1 1: 1 ,l IlILLO, 

&Ez3°6727'003 
A~iicjh~htratrix for the Estate of JOHN 

t NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A ( 8. S., INC., et al. 

- Defendants. j 

VVL IEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

a l l 1  v: :iriitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

c x r ~ ~ ~ j ~ h i i  against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

q I. rhition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

deci nnd:mt, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

cor i :  *1? 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.' 
Atto; EX(*: tbr Defendant 
Oakf'rrbco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105608/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+I I1 ,2010 

trial Equipment Company Elizabeth E. Anderson and Charles Anderson 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 0 BdLED 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler I y CLERKS O F F I ~ ]  1 324-7918 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 5  2 ~ 1 1  



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: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105608/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
./% I i t !  ,2010 

R a e r t  Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

h/a/vlk M. a&2- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Elizabeth E. Anderson and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 201' 

F a  - (212) 558-5500 

2571-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J*) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

' Index No.: 105608/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York [!%\I!, ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Elizabeth E. Anderson an 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

~ T Y  CLERK'S OFF&' 

454-1074 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, i NO OPPOSITION 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
. ! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105608/04 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
\/d ,2010 

kkorney fo@efendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

rp-k-lwk 1 ovh*r_ - 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Elizabeth E. Anderson and C&el&r& D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

(2 12) 558-5500 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF=, 

1122-2899 



SUPRJ2ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105608/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREiFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+\vu ,2010 

Elizabeth E. Anderson and 
WErn L m m E a ,  P . c . F \  L 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

le h60 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 2011 

FEB - 8  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 
1235-2421 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of CHARLES 
ANDERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 105608/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coy., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26784 



? I  PlRI:ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
i ‘ t  r i  ‘PUY OF NEW YORK 

q y W  YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
4SBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 6 5 4  12 1 89 1 /99, 
106401/00 

I Y ~  IX  Ibr the Estate of FRANCIS D. LAHEY, j 

1 ?TCIJMENT REFERS TO: 

ZlARIE LAHEY, Individually and as 

Plaintiffs, I NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

i. * <  < ~ INC., etal. I 

j 
Defendants. j 

4 Hl:REFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the I 

I Y I ( ~ - ,  cmlitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

3 r i  igainst defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

tlrfendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

VF\@ 

iir h a ’ d ~ e )  I ~ c ,  Rose Marie Lahey and Francis D. Lahey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JAN 2 5  2011 
2571-995 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.[-a125319/99, 
j 100493/98,11110197 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et 41. 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York ,I% \I \ \  ,2010 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ~ € 0  * 8 20'' 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleik Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: q s G  253 19/99, 
1 0493/98, 11 1101/97 

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 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
[ / a  b l t t  ,2010 

Frank Lopopolo and Celia Lo o I 
I MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. FI0L E D 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2011 FEB - 

Hm 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, C C N M  1’3’CLERK‘s-‘ 

1122-137 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA LOPOPOLO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

GGh253 19/99, i IndexNo. 
! 100493/98,11110 197 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York r. 1 I \ \  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Lopopolo and Celia Lopopolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I  D 
(212) 558-5500 Q. / n n  (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, /G%!Y”- 
454-10177 



I 

* i r  'I'FCI~ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
8 1 V'C'Y OF NEW YORK 

11 ! $ .  NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105414/ 110392/04 

VBESTOS LITIGATION 

1206690 0 ~ % ) ~ U M E N T  REFERS TO: 

O N Y  SZWED and BETTY SZWED, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, : & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. 
- .  

EEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

- ,:rItjLled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

ii against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

' 

W I X  thereto, 

"RDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jdkndant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

6 1  

I i i c L l .  New York, New York 
-- - \I%[ ,2011 

Ilr'C ;EVPW&KLUGER,P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOB@ - 8 2011 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

QQUMTY CLERK'S OFFICE' 
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25  2011 251 1-863 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . : 6 ~ & 1 0 4 2 4 8 / W  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, --ereuy requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William McLaughlin and Linda McLaughlin 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & L U ~ N B E R G ,  P.C. '\ 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 - 
".. 

" 

Hon. Sherry Klein tfeitler 

324-8278 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 3.) 

i Index N o . f i Z O 3  104248/97 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
t 7 *  y ,  \ ,2010 

CY 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 n (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

William McLaughlin and Linda McLaughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

n -;? so"\l 
SO ORDERED, 

? % '  4 

b 2: 
454-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Robert Darish, Esq+ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. William McLaughlin a d L i h d & i  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 8 201' 
New York, New York 10003 LE "- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-664 

JAN 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o . 6 6 )  104248/W 

j 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q w  I\! ,2010 

r w  b t & O V & L  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William McLaughlin and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FEB - 8 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26941 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 6-1 104248/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN and LINDA 
MCLAUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l/* & I '1 ,2010 

William McLaughlin and Linda McLau hl' 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
WEITZ 700 Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C F I L ~ ~  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEE3 - 8 2011 

New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index N o . : f i G 3 1 1 2 9 0 2 / 9 9  

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY JANE DILLON, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS JOSEPH MULLEN, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ 3c\ ,201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 y$@S .C@,,\(s 

-UNO 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. ShGy &in Heitler 
JAN 25 2011 

2571-866 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL -1---------------_--___I________________--~---------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ------___--__-------------------*-------------------------------------- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 114255/2004 

LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER, 

NO OPPOSLTION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -________"_---------_________f__________----------~----------------"-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sunimary 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, NY \(a( r r  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s B b Y  I 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1(3 ,201) 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, - New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, d 

Hon. Sherri K l w e i t l e r  



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 

Index No. 108348-2001 

X 

~ 5 G G Z Z O ~  DOROTHY PARKER, as Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD 
PARKER, and DOROTHY PARKER, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et  al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER L.L.C., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L L C ,  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, L.L.C, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

FEB - 8 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for faster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARL LUNDERMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
\ 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F \ L E D  i 

New York, New York 
\/3 , 2 0 1 ~  

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hilen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually 
and Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD 
RAMMACHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101535/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ /*I / , \  ,2010 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

fq-@k M. ortrz 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patricia Ann Rammacher 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York. New York 10003 
700 Broadway FER - 8 @ t l  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
454-10435 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually 
and Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD 
RAMMACHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 101535/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+I I;, ,2010 

I V  w \ se 

Attorney tor w a n t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patricia Ann Rammacher and Richard Rammacher * 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

324-8315 
I ’  14 2 5  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_____ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
i 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 102 194105 
; 
j 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
‘/*.I ;\ ,2010 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 0 20” 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2 5 20fI‘ 1122-707 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1021 94/05 

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 arid cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+\I ’\ ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FE$3 -- $ 2011 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
collNn CLERK‘S OFF’= 

1235-1337 

SO ORDERED, 

dAl4 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I,A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 102 194/05 
! 
i 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New xork, New York 

W o o k ,  Esq. t* he h V l - 1  \\ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James Laufer and Burne 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- $  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27164 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et at. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 102 194/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/a \ !’\, ,2010 

Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ € 0  - 8 20’’ 

324-8388 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102 1 94/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
\ I % yl, ,2010 

4 ook, Esq. . -  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
McGivmY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gamk Iv l .Vr t iz  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Laufer and Burnett 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway ~w - 8 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

New York, New York 10003 
NEW Yaw 

K‘SOFW (212) 558-5500 

“HlJ 2 5 2011 454-10463 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE COUGHLIN, 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DO=* 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOJLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice JAW and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition theseto. 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOKER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(2 12)55 8-5500 500 Marnarone 
Harrison, New 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND LOBUS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against deFendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

uIVIXI.w-3 W'" 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ f% b, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 -_- 

SO ORDERED, 

J A N  or;  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD JANCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products ComDanv be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

* .  

F I L E D  
Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FEB - 8 2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN R. CATANZARO 

IndexNo.: & g y 3 3 4 4 4 9 1 0 0 ;  12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMGRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne: !";" New, I;;\ 

vaney & Carpenter, 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

i I . A S  Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 

Ttorney’ir Defendant a t t b w y F F  

3 2Qj‘ 

-7 

A 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 25 2011 2383-27388 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 0 2 6 F d  12962/99, 
! 109600/97 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby d’ i e wit F f e k D  .- 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \id !I, ,2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-8635 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: fl2Ga 12962199, 
109600/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
c [%-I- 1 \ ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 h 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-10732 



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 
d ! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.:, 10f3r@112962/99, 
109600/97 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 
_. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York FEo - 8 2011 
,(*.I r \  ,2010 

'Y CLERK'S 0- 

%ttorney fdr Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

A torney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 A (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew Klein Heitler 

1122-1049 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and j 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A,O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et 02. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
1% \ I t ,  ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12’1 509-3456 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

W YORK 
OFFlCt 

- -* ~ 

- h 2 v w -  A4 O&-ii\\. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, I  

SO ORDEMD, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
1235-551 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

WHEICEFORE:, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s ehmebg 4 

FED - 13 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

deien Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherriKlein Hei tlcr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD C. FLOWERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

b"' against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

He% Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



$1 VREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
f t H iNTY OF NEW YORK 
i b ~  X i 1 3  ~ NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 12900/99fi=$ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i i 1 S ‘~IOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

k . ”  ‘i 1 liT(’1A LAMBO, Individually and 
’s.Lii\smistratrix for the Estate of JOHN B. LAMBO, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

‘ b .  ( ” LY S TNC., et al. 

.. _.__ Defendants. j 

V J  IJ’REFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

; ~ ~ L F L ‘ L :  entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

I ,  nnt against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

G yqPoSition 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 

r L i l  

Dated: New ork, New York 
I *  p , ,2011 

Parol M. Tem$esta, Esq. 
ith I I ( - W W ~  for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

M a r t k  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patricia Lambo and John B. 

! FEB * 8 2011 

Nf3N YORK 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 York 10004 

p t - ) l w j ~ - i ~  CLERK’S OWQE’ (212) 558-5500 

2571-996 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: Nel;l:prk, New, I;;! 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN M. KING 

Index No.: c&s 1219 06450/00 ; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. LAWRIE, Personal Representative 
for the Estate of THOMAS TODD LAWRIE, 

j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Xnc,, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4% 1 ,2011 

\ 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plainti 
Oakfabco Inc. Thomas Todd Lawrie 
McGrwEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 8 ZOV tpV -- 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New YOrk New York 10003 p\rLLERKS “$J .(OR& oFF\Ge 1 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 252011 2571-593 



' TMC: CCGpk) 
8/61 1 0 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, ~ ~ ~ / ~ ~ d ( & & % ~  
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4223-00 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:(6=3 108737/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, llereuy requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ / % I  /,, ,2010 

F I L E D  
FE6 - 8 2011 

MatthewD. am ar,Esq, 
Attorney for D"fr)ndant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter DiGrazia 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

~~ - 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klzn Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 324-2975 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: -1087x”7~ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL G W O L I N I ,  Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiffs , j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York \/*\1\\ ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Peter DiGrazia 
D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

~ € 0  - 8 20” 

A 

1235-22329 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A,O, SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 6 = 2 0 8 7 3 7 / 9 7  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,/& , 2010 

I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

pvi%lA& A4 Orb-= 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter DiGrazia 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 25 2011 1122-22804 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, et al. 

Defendants. I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : f i G a  108737/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
t ( .Ly/ \ \  ,2010 

C*C--- Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FEB - 8 20’’ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

p!iEqi/l/ YORK 
SO ORDERED, mUbry c ~ ~ s  O F F ~ ~ *  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-29565 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102 1 17/07 108737/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL GRAMOLINI, Executrix for the Estate of j 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

a 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
\ /*.[\, ,2010 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

- 
Ke * A d -  (VI\ &+iZ y!. 
Attorney Tor Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pattersin Pump Company Peter DiGrazia 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107233/99, 102707/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH GREEN, c 3  
Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York \ /4 ,2011 

"I 

Carol M. TeGpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,@. 

New York, New York 10003 'ftB a ' 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ZOjJ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

IAN 2 5  2011 I 2571-997 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of MILTON BURCKHALTER and BERNICE 
BURCKHALTER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108386107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

* ook, Esq. 
Attorneyfor Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

P A  (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A 

qvW& tw I orti z* 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Milton WElTZ & Burckhalter LUXENBERG, and P.C. Be b*~l!FD 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FE@ - 8 2011 

Hon. Sherryzlein Heitler JAN 25  2011 
454-1 1250 



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: 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate OF MILTON BURCKHALTER 
and BERNICE BURCKHALTER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108386/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 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 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+ I / : ,  ,2010 

FrLLnk M*€) r+ i  L 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton Burckhalter and Be 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 n (2 12) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 F E ~  - 8 2O11 

324-8980 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MILTON 
BURCKHALTER and BERNICE 
BURCKHALTER, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 108386/07 
! 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2010 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Milton Burckhalter and Bernic 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 0 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
coufVW CLERFS o ~ , q e  

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22905 JAN 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MILTON 
BURCKHALTER and BERNICE BURCKHALTER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108386/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORJIER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
A \ / G  , ( I ,  , 2010 

Treadwell Co&oration 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Burckhalt 

700 Broadway 
w E l T z & L u m m E R G , p . ~  I 1, E pf, 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE: 

New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 

JAN 25 2011 1235-22434 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MILTON BURCKHALTER 
and BERNICE BURCKHALTER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108386/07 

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 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+ I I \  ,2010 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 2383-27690 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 108386/07 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MILTON BURCKHALTER i 
and BERNICE BURCKHALTER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants, I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York \ / - \ I \ \  ,2010 * Robert Attorney Darish, for Defendant Esq, 

Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Bu c 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FEB - 8 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBER(IPI1  L I, 

b\EW YORK 
mN T'i CLERK'S O F ~ I C ~ '  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 25 2011 
2571-654 



ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of NATHAN 
GLO WATZ, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____________-----_1__________________1__------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disniissing 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. 

\ L f  \ \  
Dated: Harrison, NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 500 M a r n a r a n e c k p g * 5 E  D 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New Y k 1 2 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER E OILER 

(212) 661-1151 
FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
CQUNTY CLERKS OFFICEJ 

JAN 2 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

NATHAN GLOWATZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

sunirnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne: f";, New, I;;? 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

G 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hehler 

JAN 0 6  2011 



KHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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 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: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintzfl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)SS8-5880 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This document relates to: 

DIANE L. KUCTEL, as Executrix for the Estate of FELIX M. 
JUZDOWSKI, PATRICIA JUZDOWSKI, Individually, 

Index No.: 1 16796/2007 

I Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniinary 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 BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, N Y  /SI( t \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

Attorneys fur Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck 
Harrison, New Yo 

700 Broadway KEEL ER-D ORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

JAN 26  2011 



SUPREME coum OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 

IndexNo.: ~ 1 0 6 a 9 1 l O o ;  1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24"' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Zy-eitler 

JAN 06 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT B. KILLENBERGER and EILEEN 
KILLENBERGER JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

- .  

WHEREFORE, defendants Eaton Corporation, as successor in interest to Cutler- 

Hammer, Inc., (improperly sued as Cutler Hammer, Inc.) ("Cutler-Hammer") hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Cutler-Hammer with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Cutler-Hammer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 
n 

&--- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOSJM-Killenherger.DOC 



A 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
NICHOLAS LOVAGLIO and DOROTHY LOVAGLIO, 

x "__---_f-l_-_--__l-l_-l--l----l--"-_--"------- 

x "_l---__--_---l__l-__--l------l--l- l----"--"-~-- 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

X _-___-- -1_-- -1- - - -_1____1______3___1__ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as "I.T.T. INDUSTRIES INC., Individually and as successor to BELL 

& GOSSETT," and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFLDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

SBEGER WEISS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
One William Street, 10* Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
(2 12) 584-0700 

1345 Avenue of th 

NewYork,NY 10105 FEB - 8 2011 

p.\b2td j YORK 
SO ORDERE c Q U ~ ~ y  CLERKS OFF''' 

JAN 2 6  ~~1~ 

Index No.: 190210-09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM EDWARD TURNER and ZELLA 
FARIS TURNER JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve 

Company ("Flowserve US") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

1479901-1 JAN 26 2011 



._ 

This Document Relates To: Iiidex No.: 190349j09 

WILLIAM EDWARII TURNER and ZELLA 
FARIS TURNER, SUMMARY 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,, 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC, f/Wa 

AMERICAN STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant T U N E  US INC. f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD MC., be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and whhaut costs. 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, _I 

FEB - 8 2011 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

Lisa M. Pascardla, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
1'IIANE US INC. W a  N&IucAN 
S*I'ANfim I'NC., 
24313 Route 34, Suite A- 18 

Judge Shew Klein Heitlar JAN 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM E. TURNER NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Ne York, New York ,q p l l 3  ,2014 
Dated: 

New York, New York 10036 

Cristina 2. Sinclair, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh 
New York, New York 10005 

FEB -- a 20" 

r 7  I vo!TY& 
I? -:\.I" GRK's OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, couE\iPi LLy 

1496837-1 



s 
~ m:qE) 

11/3/10 
I .  

,, ,.. *" j i r :: :: SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES ' > ~  , 

WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
&&d60. 
19043Z09 
ASSIGNED TO: 
RON. SHEMY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Mson Cornparty. of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment ixl the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant ConsoIidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to df m-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against cicfmdant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Xnc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: slew Ygk, Ntjw York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, hc .  
4 Inring Place 

Our File No 
S-4007-10 

JAN 2 6  2011 



I -  - _ _ -  "' n 

, I  ' >  

t .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190008/10 

JOHN H. ZAUGG and GERALDINE ZAUGG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEKFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, 

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company (L'Flowserve US") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ward Valves, Inc., 
Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I L  
FEB - 

E D  
8 2011 

Hon. Sherry klein heitler 

1528632-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN MLINCSEK NO OPPOSITION S rMn 4R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ~ , ~ ~ ~ Y o r k  201@ 

Chri@bnanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

j 

r /  
< 
I P  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, t - -  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlkr 

1496840-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- - - - - _ - " " * _ - _ - - . - _ _ - f _ _ _ _ f - - - f - ~ * * l l * ~ l - " - . t - * * t ~ - * ~ ~ - - f - - t - - - - - * l 1  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190036/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

NATHANIEL MURRAY NO OPPOSITION SUMM- -R 
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
I 
i 
I WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell 

i Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve 

Company (L'Flowserve US") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, thadpon  notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant lo se e U e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. Bb 

kwell Manufacturing 
New York, New York 10036 Company, Edward Valves, Lnc., Nordstrom 

Valves, Inc., and Edw vrtlE Q 
~ E f j  - 8 

SO ORDERED, 
r,\ F.'%p,! YDRK 

cQu\\ I CLERKS OFFICE 



. .  

, '  :; 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Qur File: 35.35183 

Index No: 190036/2010 
P l a i n t i f f ,  

-against- 

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
a l . ,  

De f endant s . 

PEE'ENDANT TEE WILLIAM PQWELL 
COMBAEJY'S NO OPPOISITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Assigned to: 
Honorable Sher ry  Klein Heitlar 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company $ereby requests aurm'uary 

judgmnt in the above-antitled came, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

3ection 3212, dismissing plaintiffat complaint against defendant: The Willlam 

?owell Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all. co-defendants, all claims and cross claim8 

Powell Company, be and the same are hereby 

ad without coats. 

P ~ ~ e l l  Company 

JAN 25 2011 

, , . . . . . , , .. , .. .. , , .  . .  , . , .. , . . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DIANE O'CONNELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM F. 
O'CONNELL, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December -3 28 2010 

Adam S. Dreksler, Esq. Cristina Z. Sinclair, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC McElroy, Deutsch, fiulvan enter, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant A . 8 ? % x e r  &) 
New York, New York 10003 Products Company 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

- 8 2017 
eet, 24th Floor 

York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler t 1  



SUPREME COURT OF * r m  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O W  

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF and 
JOANNE DOLORES ALTUCHOFF, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

GO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et d., 

Defendant(s). 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORUEK 

WHEREFOH%, Defendant, "TU1'RILL CORPORATION, solely for 

Murray Turbine  befe fend at'^, hereby request Summary Judgment in the abovsentitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' complint against 

Defendant TUTHILL CORPORATION solely for Murray Tw'bine with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

FTZ'E D 
on notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with ut 

- 8 2011 

NEh' YORk - LERKs OFFICE 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascatella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Tuthill Carpotation solely for 
Murray Turbine 
2430 Route 34 
Manasqum, New lersey 08736 

546 F i f b  Avenue, 4th Floor 
New Yorlc, New York 10036 4 (732) 528-8888 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
Bon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No, : 1 9005 8/ 1 0 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

? . b L A  
Cristina Z. Sinclair, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

wYork 10036 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh 
New York. New Yor 

JAN 2 6  2011 

1496833-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

WHEREFORE, defendant Lipe Automation Corp. (sued as Acme Liquidating Corp., 

individually and as successor in interest to Lipe Automation Corp. flWa Lipe Rollway 

Technology, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, d l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

SO ORDERED: "- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I {"-"I;! yGRK 
-I E . E ~ ~  OFFICE 

cQUhj id - 
j k i b i  ab  mi 

1522249-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NOUBAR PUSKULIAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant 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 plaintiff's complaint 

against Rockwell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Rockwell be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J M U &  Y2, 2010 

3 Douglas von Oiste, Esq. 

Attokeys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElrob, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation, 

Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

Inc., as successor by merger 

1479598-1 



I . SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________________________I_____________------------------------ X Index No. 10-190072 
HEINZ MEYER AND GRACE MEYER, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The 13 .F. Goohch Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil-Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B .F. 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 
J a n u a r y  1 4  I ,20118 

FEO - S 2011 

E.!E\N YQRK 
i Y G L E R ~ ~ S  OFFICE’ Patrick J @ W  

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 

Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

3Y. if” t b a /”’- G 1’: &* ~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
P a t t i  Burshtyn (609)924-6000 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O W  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part  30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 190072/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron- _- Company Inc. 

improperly denominated as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and Solely as Successor to Durco, 

Duriron; hereinafter referred to As Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron Company Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Flowserve Corporation F M A  The 

Duriron Company Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron Company Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defeidant 
Flowserve Corporation f/Wa 
The Duriron Company Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

--.-",..--.- - -  --_.-."-.-+---7 " -_I > - - *"-,I,-.__. L 

{ ~JRK-'-*- D*w _- p\Y9 LbERK s OFF[@ 
MI NTU 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq."" 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heinz Meyer and Grace Meyer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 86 2011 951-854 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 190072/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFOW, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York \I,&-\ ,t ,2010 

- N m  VC)@fc 
- - - y N Q E R &  OPRw, 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 

Heinz Meyer and Grace Meyer 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defen 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ttorney for Plaintiffs 

504-61 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 190072/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York New York 
j++\, I\ ,2010 

qwJJ--- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Courter & company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Heinz Meyer and Grace Meyer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

FEB * 8 *’” 
NEW YOR!‘ ork, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
.. 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 2 6  2011 1122-23421 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190072/10 
HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OlRDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

P I L E ~  , 

FEB - 8  2011 

v 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heinz Meyer and Gra 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

I 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

New York, New York 10003 I 

7 2011 
E' -11 

i ' i ' c : r ,  I 

' I  i t (  

SO ORDERED, ' b-.LE&KS OFFjaT 

1235-23046 

JAN 26 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190072/10 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 
I 

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. 

Dated: Ne Yor New York \7$3\\\ ,2010 

I 
". 

I - 
Ja& A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heinz Meyer and Grac 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

~ 

I 

~ ~ L E D  
I - 8 2011 

(21 2) 509-3456 
i:: :-Y'V YORK 

W~U I 'I GLESKS OFFEE' 
SO ORDERED, 



I 1 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190136/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
-... "_-_____"___________________________---.-------~~--~~-~~"~---""- 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH P. MCDERMOTT and ROSALIE NO OPPOSITION SUMh 
MCDERMOTT 

4R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEP&,FORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, 

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valves Company 

(L'Flowserve US") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

serve US, Inc., solely as 

Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valves 
700 Broadway successor to Edw 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1479961-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH P. MCDERMOTT and ROSALIE 
MCDERMOTT JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

. .--.--.y/-? - -',-.n*.cr ~.. 
-. . .-YF*-.;- L>" * --,- . 

, , "  ~ .rt-. -. . .  ,,,. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, hc. ,  solely as successor to Edward Valves, 

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valves Company 

("Flowserve US") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Carpenter, LLP 
US, Inc., solely as 

successor to E d w x m d v e s ,  Inc., Nordstr 
Inc., Edward Vogt Valve C o p  E g & e s  
company 

ves, : 

1479961-1 



’ . 
’ COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

* IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190138/10 

DONALD CONROY and BARBARA CONROY, i 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. i I 
WHEREFORE, - .- defendant, - _ -  Pecora Coroporation, hereby requests sugpry judxrnGat in ._ -- . 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Pecora Coroporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDE‘RED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Pecora Coroporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + 2011 

Michele J. Nfittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Pecora Coroporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mark Bibro, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald CONOY and Barbara Conroy 
EARLY & Smuss, LLC 
360 Lexington Aven 
New York, New Yo 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

559-213 



Plaintiff (s), 
- against - 

AFTON PUMPS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s /hh The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's 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 C la im and Cross-Claims tigainst 

Dcfend:int GOODRICH CORPORATION, oe and the same arc: hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Datcd: New'York, New York 

,2011 

BY: 

747 Third Avenue., 37'" Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(2 12)838-3333 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Janet Walsh 

F I L E D  

BY: 

SMlTH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 



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 

FRANK X. HELSTAB and MELINDA J. HELSTAB, index No. 190157-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AETNA HEALTH, INC. et ai., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 
&c 23 2010 

Mark Strauss, Esq# 
Early & Strauss, LLC Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 

Attorneys for General Electric Company Attorneys --?+--- 360 Lexington for Plaintvfs Avenue 
Three Gateway Center, l Z f h  Floor 

New York, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

10017 



SUPREME OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon, §harry Klein Wtitltlstr 

41 
FRANK K. HElSTAB and MellNBA J. HLLSTAB, lndax No. 190157-2010 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC kcreby requests summary judgment In the 

above-entltled case, pursuant to Clvil Practlee Law and Rules Sectlon 3219, dlsmissing plalntlt'f"~ 

complalnt against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudlcc, and there belng no opposltion 

the reto, 

0RDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dlsmissed with prejudlce and without costs. 

Bated: New Yark, New York 
1838 

Stephen Nwakidls, Esq. 
Sedgwlck, Betert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Fas 

Nawark, NJ 071102 
FTegiE D Attorneys for Plain tvfs 

360 Lexington Avenue ThresSatswayC nter f 
New York, NY 10017 

FEB - 8 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUIU I Y CLERK'S OFFIW' 

SKH - DATED," 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York //La5 ,2018 

n / / L 2 Y  
Brendan J. Tully, 
Levy, Phillips & Konisberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005?tB 

JAN 2 6  2011 
1496838-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

GEORGE ROBINSON, Index No. 190170-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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 

ce, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ts, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. * Sedgwick, Stephen ovakidis, Detert, Moran Esq. &Arnold, LLP 

Attorneys for FOSTER WHEELER, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

F I L E D  
FEB - 8 2011 

JAN 26 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

GEORGE ROBINSON, Index No. 190170-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et at., 

Defendants. 
X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

RESEARCH-COlTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

** Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 

Attorneys for RESEARCH-COTRELL, INC. N/K/A 
AWTAIR COMPANY, INC, 

NewYork, v 
i ,  

Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

F I L E  --Newark, NJ 07102 

FEE - a  20 
SO ORDERED, 

1 



Plaintiff@), 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190170/10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

, be and the same are .hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Newyork, New York 10036 

Nicole Pitti, Esq. 
Attorneys for JOHN CRANE, INC. 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF-NEW YORK 

x - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - C - - - - - - - - - - - r - - - r - r -  

GEORGE ROBINSON, index NO.: 1901 70-1 0 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION - against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., 

Defendants 
X -r--"-r--lr____r__l__I_r_1cIccI__I__c___-----------------~------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice l a w  and 
Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPlRAX 
SARCO, I N C ,  with prejudice, and there being no bpposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defepdants, all claims and cross 

ite Plains, New York 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Belluck & Fax, LLP i-lodgss Walsh Slater LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FE Q Attorneys for Defendant 
New Yo&, New York 10036 y M P d  SPlRAX SARCO, INC. 
(212) 681-1575 55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 

White Plains, NY IO601 
Tel: 9 1 rF-385600Q 

5-6060 
.: 089-549 GSH 

T- y 7 
So Ordered: 

G b $d 
F a 

? 



Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against- SUMMARY 
JUPGMENT 
NIOTiON 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et at I ?  

Defendants. 
x _c-I_____-__YIII-II11-31--1-1-1-11---1--- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,, 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

''ELECTROLUXYv), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursua'nt to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

baing no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, he and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross 

White Plains, New Yerk 
344 *010 

4 d 
Jet&WWblluck, Esq. 4 skh CYNTHlm. MESSEME-SQ. 
Beluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4Ih FI 
New York, New York 10036 ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
(212) 681-1575 

03 hr 4 Hadges Wakh $later L l P  
Attornays for Defendant 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan 
Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White, Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 9 14-385-6060 
uurme No.: 089-549 GSH 

ED \ 
8 m' 

" 

So Ordered: J.S,C. 
$ 

1 

J A N  25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE ROBINSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

cts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

t/vudwd.LLb 
Cristina Z. Sinclair, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Sm 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' FIoor 
New York, New York 10005 

F l  
FEB - 8 2o1' 

YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 
- (Mtitlcr, 3,) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT SEITZ AND DOLORES A. SEITZ, 
i Index No,: 190183110 
i 
I 

6 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-;lgaiast- [ MOTION AND Ol3DER 

AMERICAN BUILDING, XNCI er ai, 

Defendants, i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tremco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above cutitled case, pusumt to Civil Practice: Law and Rules 6 3222, dismissing plaintiff’s’ 

complaint against defendant, Tremca, Xnc,, with prejudice in this action, and tbme being no 

opposilion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tremco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated-w York, New York 
201 1 h f% FEB - 8 2011 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yo& 1QU04 

Robert Seitz and Dolores A, Sei 
LEVY, PHILLIPS &k KONIGSEERG, LLP 

€€on. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant BMW of North America LLC, ("BMW NA") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's Complaint against BMW N.A., with prejudice, and there being x10 opposition thereto, 

it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CrQSSdaimS against 

BMW N,A, be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
&& 2%- ,201 1 

By: 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attameys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, New YO& 10022 

Brenda&. Tujly,%:sq. 

(212) 605-6200 

Dated: ~ e w  ~ o r k ,  ~ e w   YO^@ 1' L E Q 

By: 

Biedemann Reif Hoenig &m 'PrPzL 
Attorneys for BMW of North America, LLC. 
885 Third Avenue, 1 61h Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 697-6555 

SO ORDERED: 



Index No.: 190193/10 
Plaintiff(S), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

' m G m  . 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEMFORE, defend& BLAC- by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, 

hereby requests summwy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMERwith 

prejudice, and thm being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BLACKME;R be and the same are hemby dismissed with prejudice aad Witbout costs. 

Dated New Yo& New York 
January 26,201 1 

New Ymk, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ f _ * ” _ - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - ~ . ” ~ * . - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S. )  

Index No.: 190196/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD DUMMITT and DORIS KAY NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 
DUMMITT JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Individually and as Successor to Kinney Vacuum Pump Company, Kinney Pump Company, and 

Murray Turbine), (“Tuthill”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Tuthill with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant Tuthill same are hereby 

Dated: A Ne 

enue,4thFloor 
York 10036 

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

’ dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

M i f k h r d m  Esq. 
At rneys for Tuthill Corporation 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvmey & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24* F 
New York, New Yor 

1487499-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD DUMMITT and DORIS KAY NO OPPOSITION SUMn 
DUMMITT 

R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WEmFORE,  defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,- solely as successor to Rockwell 

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc,, and Edward Vogt Valve 

Company (“Flowserve US”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

defendant Flowserve US rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

y & Carpenter, LLP 
owserve US, Inc., 

solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., and Edward V $jVPE 

FE8 - 8 20” SO ORDERED, 

/ *  

JAN 26 2011 
1479886-1 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Our F i l e :  35.35190 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies To: 
Index No: 190196/10 

RONALD DU”IITT AND DORIS KAY 
DUMMITT, DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM POWELL 

COMPANY’S NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMAR? JUi)GMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

THE WILLIAM POWELL CoMPmy, e t  Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
al. , 

Assigned t o :  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant The William 

Powell Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant The William Powell CO F.1, E. E D e  3”” are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
1 

FEB - 8 2011 

BY: 

so 

NEW YO’RK New Ydrk, N‘ew York 

B e l l u c k  & Fox, LLP 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor The William Powell Company 
Attorneys for Plai Attorneys €or Defendant 

5 Penn Plaza, l g t h  F loo r  New Y o r k .  NY 1 0 0 3 d  A 

ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC7 et al., 
T.A.S. Part - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., hereby 

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant AMERICAN ART CLAY 

COMPANY, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

F\.wso Defendant, AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
2 0 ~ ~  

t€B - $  
Dated: New York, New York I s G q L  a \, = 

Derell D. Wikon, Esq. 
EARLY, LUDWLCK, SWEENEY & 
STRAUSS SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York I001 7 
(212) 986-2233 

Attorneys for Defendant 
AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1200 
New York, NY 10022 

12) 65 1-7500 
- 

SO ORDERED, 

I902570 3 hbl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. E D  
FED - 8 2011 

LERM'S OFFICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

aney & Carpenter, LLP 
A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherriKlein Heitler 

1499322-1 



. - .  . 

THOMAS J. COYNE and SUZANNE COYNE, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190399-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA 
(ALCOA), et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby disrnisseFw 

without costs. 

New York,%w York 

TA%Lx ,I, -- r\--... 
c 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FEB - 8 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



7 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190411-10 

PATRICIA A. FOLEY and THOMAS FOLEY,, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), ,JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FEB - 8 2011 

pher Romanelli, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Rheem Manufacturing Company 
New York. New York 10003 
(2 12) 605-6200 asquan, New Jersey 08736 

)528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
LINCOLN CATHERS and NANCY CATHERS, 

X ___r--_"__-_-____"-___l___l____l___l__ 

X ___lr_-__l__"l---_"__--l-------llr--l- 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190415-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as "ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL 

& GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as successor to GRINNELL VALVE Co., Inc.," and 

its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors 

in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendantyy), hereby request Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Defend 
1345 Avenue of the Americas - 8 zQII 

Ff-0 New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 10105 t 

JAN 2 6  2011 



STEVE P. FREDRICKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

INDEX NO. 190443/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMETEK, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Raytheon Company, incorrectly sued as herein as Raytheon 

Company, individually, and as successor in interest to Beech Aircraft Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Raytheon Company with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Raytheon Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York m 17 ,2011 FE$ - 8 ?0l1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

p' , i p 2 4  
\ <  . 1\41$$ GFF:a* 

muNTY b i r ' h 1  

SO ORDERED: 

NW50931475 1 


