
\NNED ON 211712012 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. JNC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and' there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York 
/&ah, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

JAN 1 1 1,012 

N ~ W  YORK 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

r ~ ~ r . j . 1  ' I  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 



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

This Document Relates To: 

ANGELINA FUSCO as the Executrix for the 
Estate of GERARD0 RUBINO 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index' N o C s J  
109704-08 
101017-94 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

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

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. - . -  

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

. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34,' 
(212) 558-5500 

"(732) 528-888 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

4 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

DEMERS & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

-5433 

DEC 3 9 2oll SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH GESUALDI 

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

Index No: 217638192 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n 
\'L\"L3 ,2011 

I 

"Y t Christopher W. Healy, Esd 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 1002 

%h>\ :Y REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 1 1 2012 

CWN1-Y CI-ERK'S OFFICE 
N k W  YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106739700.1 



CHARLES P. C A L M  p 6 167/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

w: 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C . 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorrkys for Defendant 

-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

DEC 9 9 2QIt 



This Document Relates To: 

ANGELINA FUSCO as the Executrix for the 
Estate of GERARD0 RUBINO 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index'No.: 16439-91 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Ir 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 

>.I*- - 
2- Y b t  *?,, 

Weitz & Luxenberg &.*! Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34, 
(212) 558-5500 

JAN 1 1 2012 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLEW'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JOHN RAPIN (Deceased) 

1 135 14/96 
11 1040/98 
112595/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
'dttorney s for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 
2001I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 29%f€% 8 Q PQll 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

-% .$>J*\t 

". 4 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\7,\-' 'r' N'. .uy JAMES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

'd t torne  y s for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
209I.U. Willets Road 



-- 

112595/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

' complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS ' d t t o r n e  y s for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200~I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q, r_L- l t r  9 , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \5 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS v ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 D yT 9. 9 20111 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



X 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN KNOX (Deceased) 

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

11 1069/98 
114235199 
1000769/03 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

!I D 
ttorneys for Defendants, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

New York, New York 10003 
TISHMANCONSTRUCTION JAM 1 1 2012 

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway HMAN CONSTRUCTION )AH 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in OFF\CE 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT&&NTY C! L1q 1- y ~ ~ K  
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w- 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN KNOX (Deceased) 

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

Index No. : 1 183 16/96 

114235/99 
1000769/03 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

& McMANUS, ESQS. 
nts, 1 5 

4 ?Lw p 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

CORPORATION, as Successor in IntGest to 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 5: *m 
New York, New York 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION Jp j %pi2 
nV'  

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, _I 



RICHARD JANISZEWSKI (Deceased) 118316/96 

1 1 1069/98 
114235/99 
100796/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules. Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q f r A - h ~  7 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JA?? t 1 1 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 D FT 9, 9 Zafl]l 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
<516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 5erryLkleW Heitler 



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

~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HOWARD T. ELLEFSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

T U N E  US INC., flwa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 
11 1058-98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

% *  I 
Keith M, O'Connor, Esq. 

Aftorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg *. Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO __________________-_r_l_______________ll~-------------~------------~---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS ' dt torney  s for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200J. U . W illets Road 41 A e r t s o n ,  New York 11507 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

Index No. : 

113069/98 
HOWARD ELLEFSEN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORR, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

COkPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OeccdCk 9 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

433 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

RICHAM GALLI and DOROTHY GALLI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

IndexNo: 11 (+Ep 

"against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 1*"__---------------_11_1_______________------~------------*---- 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f M a  AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &?@ mbK zf, a' 
,New York, New York , 

, ? /  

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

SO ORDERED, 

_ _ ~  

Keith M. O'ConnG, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jers 36 
(732) 528-8888 



HOWARD T. ELLEFSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., et ai., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

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

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

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

$ JAN 1 ~b~~ 
b .' 

/&A #$)! ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ F ' G E  

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

DEC 2 9 2011 



HOWARD ELLEFSEN 

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

1 13069/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ec e-3 0 9 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

33 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f L - l C F  9 , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-. . 
- .  

_?I- , ES EDW- 
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS i$" ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
-294-5433 D r"!*' 9, 9 20111 

SO ORDERED, 
Ron. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CSXVTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN KNOX (Deceased) 

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

Index No. : 1183 16/96 

1000769103 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY Rr 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against, defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to T1SHMA.N REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS. 
f , . -  h! 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 3 8 Irn 
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

CORPORATION, as Successor in InterestY to 

k? 

New York, New York 10003 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION JhN 1 ,z-J~% 

Albertson. dew York 11507 



This Document Relates To: 

FUCWARD GALLI and DOROTHY GALLI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index d ?  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMEMCAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ew York, New York II t x  

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

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jers 
(732)528-8888 ff*r6L E D (212) 558-5500 

JAN 1 ! SO ORDERED, & 
Honorable Sherry Id. Reye 

~C)I.JIU 1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 



HOWARD ELLEFSEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice,'and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same .are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(kLe-1 a 9 ,2011 

E 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

so 0: 
RDERED, ----T?M Hon. She VHeitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&L&LLW 9 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, New York 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
, New York, New 

0 

A 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. - .q;;4,+" 

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

, \  

F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2912 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER *"n 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, - 

ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Lh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

A / (212) 313-3600 

COUNTY CERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs, 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. AND S., INC., a&, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

--_* _" ---llrrr_---------_l__ I ---- ---------I I ---..----- -----x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\L-,\\ld \ l( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goadyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

R 

By: *-Q@$f Frank Ortiz By 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

264 West 40t" Street 
New York, New York 1 

i t  
' I  

DEC 2 9 2011 



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

t 

SYC 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES AND SUSAN PAVACIS, AS 

ANTHONY LAMANO AND ROSE LAMANO, 

[ I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 108083/06 2 1906/9 

j (Heitler, J.) 

i Q 
CO-EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i 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 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 ahd cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony Lamano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 JAN # 3 2 9 2  

NTY CL.El3i;'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

1235-0968,22168 
(NO I I 1472-1 } 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE? STATE OF N'Ew YOIIX: 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS D O C m m  REFERS TO: 

NYCAZ 
I.A.S. Part 30 

JOSEPH C. LANG and NANCY LANG, 

Plaintiffs, 
/' 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

WHER.BFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summaryjudpent in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismisskg 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 d a b s  and cross claiid against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York / 2 . [ 4  2011 

(Heitler, J.) 

Lndex No,: 112048/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUIDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SI 

- .  

Joseph k. Lmg a d  Nancy I 
wmz & L r n  
700 Broadway 



Plaintiffs, 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

A.C. AND S., INC., gt &, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
u A \ b \ ,  I\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New Yark, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW Y O N ,  

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 r-C>-\ rtr ,2011 

McMANUS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 

orneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN 

CORPORATION OF NE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



RICHARD J. PRINCE, as Executor for the Estate 
of ROGER J. PRINCE, and ELSIE PRINCE, 

: Index No. 102939/99 

Individually, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff(s), 

IASPart30 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC.,gtd.  
Defendants. 

X ___-____________________________________--------------"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ x \ &  k\ I\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

" . : k Q (  Frank Ortiz, sq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

E 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harold Morrison 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105263199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOIU3, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
‘3cc. 1 5  ,2011 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

Darron E. Berquhtf EsqO 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer P.A. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 4 

(212) 267-3091 t New York, NY 100 16 
(212)452-5300 

I 1  
F 1 L E D 

9 U N N  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 20114 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harold Morrison 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105263/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

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

thereto, 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Xkc* 1s ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
110 William Street, 26fh Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street. 1 2th Floor 

(2 12) 267-309 1 

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES D. LANIGAN 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO ___I______________--I___________________-----------------*-------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTIO 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTR 
CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YOFUS be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, New York 10003 

. Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson. New York 11507 

Hon. Sher&-Kl& Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW Y O N ,  

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York D 
u q  ,2011 

S & McMANUS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE COSTELLO, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of JAMES G. COSTELLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110088/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

7 201 1 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. COSTELLO, JAMES G. COUN.i y (71 ~JIK'S OFRGb 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2811 2082-10468 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --------I_----------_____________I______----------------~"-------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) -_lr__-----------________r______________------------~------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No. : 110088/99 

JAMES G. COSTELLO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

_I-_- - - - -___________1_1_1_______________~~~~~~-- - - - - - - - - - - -~~~~~~-- - - - - -  X 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ C L C - h r  9 ,2011 

t 

\ 
q! 

oFF\GE 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK a ~ Q l t  

200 I.U. Willets Road JAN 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 # @N '$Lu YORK 

c-,,. :"w s 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Kleinxeitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there ,being no 

opposition .thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q r c c - ~ c c  9 , 2011 

wEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS \iY ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 E! F” 9. 9 ZOlQ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JOHN KNOX (Deceased) 

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

Index No.: 118316/96 
1 13280197 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and 'Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to T1SHMA.N REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS. 
ys for Defendants, 
AN CONSTRUCTION *" 2 %, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION Jh& f F 

$,: P;j I 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

?OQ CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest'to 

4, 

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSE COSTELLO, Individually and as Executrix : Index No. 110088/99 
for the Estate of JAMES COSTELLO, 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

IASPart30 A.C. AND S., NC., a&, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 New York, New York 10003 

L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York y , Y  ? 1 232 

~--JLI~I< ' iK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant Prudential Securities, Inc., s k l a  Bache Halsey Stuart Shields, 

Inc. (hereafter "Prudential Securities"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

against defendant Prudential Securities with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Prudential Securities, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
November 2 , 2 0 1  1 

By: 

OCKS LAW FIRM PLLC /'NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
747 Third Avenue, 37'h Floor 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Prudential Securities, Inc. 

New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 838-3333 

SO ORDERED, 

D 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1753- 
(5  16) 832-7506 

13670246, I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WARREN MCNALLY 

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

Index No: I20250199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%\%3 * O l 1  

Frank Ortis, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Hon. SherrfK. Heitler' 

F f L E D  
JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106739404 1 



THADDEUS SARAMA 

1 1 1 124/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Q 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway SHMANCONSTRUCTI~~N JAM 1 I 2N 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L W N  ~ \ i  (.\,\-J3V;S OFF'CE 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

DEC 2 92011 SO ORDERED, 





CLAYTON A. CASSELMAN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

(i%J$7 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., JNC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

coinplaint against defendant, TISH’MAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

JAN 1 1 y;? 
-_ 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMAN 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

J.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

uk (7 ? 92gtfj 
il 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dab&-. lbertson, New York &/ ,2011 
. 

- 2 /H -=- 

L:- %'-- 
F ~ N K  ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 ZOlll 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & A. 
Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
ear Tire & Rubber 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
JAN t 1 231% 

c o u ~  ry c~-t l l (K'S OFFfCE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

THADDEUS SARAMA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 111 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Tnc. flMa 

Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Y>*<* I '+?- t z  &@%opwood , Esq. 
2, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premi tories, 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIJCN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a B 

(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI JAN 1 1 2Q!2 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88148 

GOLII\lTY C L ~ ~ ~ S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

D K  2 9 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TIS,HMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



RAYMOND A. THOMPSON 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

ttorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 'JTISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1* 

1 



Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDBREL3, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL'1'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, F I  D \ +  

Hon. 
JAN 1 1! 3 1 2  I 



CARMEN LEWIS PANETTA (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ "%.*"'\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ v  HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant v ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Awtson ,  New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

OkC 2 9 2Qtl Hon. Sherry KlhdHeitler 



JOSEPH QUINN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Road 
York 11507 

SO ORDERED, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________________111_1___________________--__-_-1------------"-- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _________________1_1__f_________________~~-___-----"----------- 

NORMA QUINN, Individually, and as Executrix : Index No. 108 
for the Estate of JOSEPH J. QUINN, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 A. C. & S., INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, ' dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it-is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\b\ b q  I\. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York 1001 8 
(212) 55s-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRU 
CORPORATION, as Su 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO,, INCJAN 1 3 2812 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

I 

Albertson, New York lg3jij~7 ~ : 1  r+WS OFFICE 
(5 16) 294-5433 N t:w YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

Dm ? 9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 

X 
*' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_-___----_"1______1__________11_1_______--"-~-------------------- 

KRISTINA E. KENT as Executrix for the Estate of 
RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA E. KENT 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A C & S, Inc., et al, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105342/2000 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. hereby request shrnary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Shawnette hitt,"Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 (212) 3 13-3600 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
----_______*_ _r----------_______l .. --- --------*-------- x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH G. KING SR.(Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mc 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH G. KING I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88132 4 '  
i l  

E D  (914) 345-7301 

JAN 1 1 %%2 $ 

c;c:< 4 I :.:.RK'S OFFICE 2 9201v t l' ,v vow 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ........................................................................ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J .) ___________-__------________________ll_l------------------------~~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT 12577 119 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO _____________-__f_l__-----------------------~-------------------------~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
ClhL 9 3 2011 

MES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION D "  New York, NY 10003 CORPO~TION,  as s u c c ~  \ 1. E 

Interest to TISHMAN REA TY 
RUCTION CO., INC. 
Willets Road 

n, New York 1 150:0uN7y C I I f ~ ~ S  OF'f\cE 

JAN 1 1 2032 

4-5433 yoRK 
SO ORDERED, 

- - L Y I *  

A 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

3 
4 Dated: Albertson, New York 

Jv: 1 11 2012 9 

C ~ I ! I  I \ '  CL.EF?KS OFFICE 
W \ M  YQRK I 

8z McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



RICHARD H. BRADLEY (Deceased) 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 

Attorneys for Defendant 

i b !  1 1 2812 New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as;SucEessor i 
Interest to TISHMAW REALTYJ 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

cob[\ , ,' e.\ HKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

5 16) 294-5433 

DEC 2 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York JAN 1 1 2612 
C Q ~ ~ n  CLERK'S OFF= 

NEW yoRK. 
5 

ES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 



JOHN J. BUNDY (Deceased) 

12533300 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
cs~.r,c.w3cE 9 ,2011  

A 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

d . . t  

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRU 
CORPORATION, as Su 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INCJAN 1 1 ?$:2 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ERS & McMANUS 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor iri Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
New York, NY 10003 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
200 1.U. Willets Road i , '. ";;'{'' OFFICE 

k, ELL' VQRK 

516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, DEC 2 9 2011 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle: 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
-j2??Lfl& I 201 4 - .  

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13688781.1 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

E I 



ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT I2577 1 /99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O r . c c  - sh. 9 ,2011 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Su 
Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. JA\\ 9 1 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
i '! 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSE A. FERNANDEZ 

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

Index No: 104749/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\z I= ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 - , -  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 0673871 3.1 

(2 12) 52 1 k400 

1 I F I L E D  i 
;, , Hon. Sherry K Heitler JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



HERMAN INDICK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

P Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway HMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION7 as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

JAN 1 1 1 

COUNIY ~ L W ~ ~ ~ F  OFFICE 
EW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 

New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

P without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

S & McMANUS 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

X 
*'" COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_________1_______1-__________I__________--~-------~--~"---------- 

KRISTINA E. KENT as Executrix for the Estate of 
RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA E. KENT 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A C & S, Inc., et al, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

12576911 999 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Frank Ortiz. Esa. Shawnette FluittyEsq. 
Attorneys for Piintiff \ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadwav 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

et. 14'h Floor New York, Nkw York 10003 2 Reitor Stre. ~ - 

New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 FPoL E D ti 

1 

(212) 558-5500 

JAN 1 1 2012 

OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, EW YORK 



-- 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH G. KING 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

fid Hopwood, Esq. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File (914) No.: 345-7301 473.88132 F & L E L  I '  1* 

JAN 1 1 3,012 7 )  

c u C A  , , , ~:LL~RK'S OFFIGE 
EW Yaw 

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 201! 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH KING 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, su 

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

Index No. 00- 105455 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

d herein as Patterson-Kelle! 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, .and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

h 

4 Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

13688781.1 
DEC 2 9 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant GO\, I ,  

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION " Y YORK 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

k 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

K C  2 9 2011" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

X 
'' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

---l_-l-l-rlr__r-__lr________cI_1______1"-""--------------------- 

KEUSTINA E. KENT as Executrix for the Estate of 
RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA E. KENT 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

76911 999 

Index No.: 

A C & S, Inc., et al, 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Shawnette hitt,"Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Ff0t E D 6 

1 (212) 313-3600 
(212) 558-5500 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDERED, 

13688781.1 



JAMES FITZPATRICK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHERZFORE, defendant, TISiJMkN CONSTRWCTIOP-! CORPO?ATION, as Successor ir! 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- -. 

___ 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

S & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

CTION CO., INC. 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 201V 



-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff(s), 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40h Street 1. 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York lbOl8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 " r  

JAN 1 t 2912 

COUN-ry CLEF{.(K'S QFFrCE 
NEW YQRK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No,: 10698 1/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Matthew MacIrrtyrc,Esq. 0 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, 

2 Rector Street, ' y l r r  
NewYork,New k O& E D; 
(212) 313-3600 "I 

3 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F H E "  
NEW YORK 

1 
I >  

JAN 1 3 2012 
1 1  



. .',.. 
A- 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
1 l / IS / l  I 

r 

Our File No 
S-72 13-00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS 

INDEX NO. 
106981/00 
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 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 York, Inc. 

. I  

JAN 1 3 2012 
SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



CLYDE WARREN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

107120/ 0 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

"A 

z ) " E l  1 1 ?!I12 

,( , , , Cl. i I1K'S OFFCE 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A,C. AND S., INC., &, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Goodyear Canada In 

By: 

F I L E D  I 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York (1 00 18 

F p  
h 
I JAN 1 1 2012 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUNIy CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

DE6: 2 9 2Qll 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ----__f_l__-----"l--_---------1--I--"----------"------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -----------_____________I_______________-------"-~------------- 

NORMA QUINN, Individually, and as Executrix : Index N 
for the Estate of JOSEPH J. QUINN, 122205199 

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

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. C. & S., I N C . , g d .  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\2\ r*\ \\, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By:y Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway I 

New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



X:/FB W39089AeeaWNOVEMBER 201 1 
' 

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

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No:- 122205/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 

Road 
York 11507 

2 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 



GEORGE MARTIN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

n m  , 
4 l  ~ 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

UTY, DEMERS & Mc 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
A l d  , ew York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 \---, - -  - - - -  

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND A. THOMPSON 

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

Index No: 108723/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\2\2”5 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th F 
New York, New York 10022 

P&# 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

US+ACTIVE-I 06739862.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - - L & f % L  

\V,'S OFFICE 
HMUTY, D E M E R S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U, Willets Road 
&n, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1:. 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108856/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

.~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL.TON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
\>\ b N  

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs OILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 ~~~~ I 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R e  
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2nI1 



CARMEN LEWIS PANETTA (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
JAN 1 1 TQa2 

o"NTy (-..EfJ\< s O F W F  
dFW yORK 

I~HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 Hon, Sherry KhdHeitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

lbertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -----_-________II_______________________------------"~"-"-~"------------ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ____________--------__________rl____l_l_-~--------------------------~~~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT L. BARKER (Deceased) &%? 
117416/OO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO ---------___1_11________________________-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 1 1 2012 
i 

FEE 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1,U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 

U E C  2 9 2011' SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I_ 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 

WTISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 1 tinit 
CORPORATION, as Successor sfi 7 

CONSTRUCTION c o . ,  I%bd-iy P70BK 
200 I.U. Willets Road NEW 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & g s  C)tZF\GE 



THADDEUS SARAMA 

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

Index No 
120739199 D 11 1241 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q e c . L * 3 k  9 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys .for Plaintiffs ntq 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION j ~ b \  1 1 2~ 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L E &  i Y I;; 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
THADDEUS SARAMA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fkla BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Hflopwood , Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier efractories, 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
A t t o r n e y s f o r A d i e n c e f I / a ~ ~ { ,  L E D 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI , A ~  1 1 2012 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 NEW yoRK 

C L ~ ~ g S  OFFICE 

I File No.: 473.88148 



EDWARD A. HAYES and THEODORA HAYES, : Index No. I 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. AND S., INC., &, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
El / @ I l l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York ; 100 18 

u f  (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD M. FERRANTI, SR. 

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

Index No: I12457100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

n Dated: New York, New York 

\%I23 12011 

i 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-1 08738689.1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SIJPIIEME COUKT OF T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK Index No. 1 13938-00 

Plaintif'fs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMAKY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.V. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

W I I EREFOIIE, Defendant GOO13RICH CORPORATION, sAda The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

licreby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

K L ~ ,  Scction 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a I3.F. GOODKICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERKII, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Cla im and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 
,? 

JAN 1 f 2012 

WEI1'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 

Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
Phan Alvarado, E s q .  (609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. D 
Dated: New York. NY 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9201)r 

13688781.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __1"__1_11_1_1______II-----__-----_---_-_-_-__-----------------" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ 

X ________________________________________--------__-------_-_--- 
URSULA SCHIMMEL, as Executrix for the Estates: Index 
of EWALD C .  LAWRENCE and URSULA M. 
LAWRENCE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & 4. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Tire 

, 

L 
.PAN 1 1 2012 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

264 West 40" Street 700 Broadway 

& Rubber 

E D  

Dated: New York, New York 



ROY G. HAMMARSTROM (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

’ complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled Case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

. .  

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O t c c - L f l  ? ,2011 

A 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\- -. 

B E S  EDWARDS 
(JHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, Lkc 2 Qflff’ 



MICHAEL J. SUSINO 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFOE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success0 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
CONSTRUCTION CO., Ivq- 

1 a s o n .  New York 11507 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor afl 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INfE##L''$~~ Y0HK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

s oFncE 
-\, \-jiK 

Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

v 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor h J A N  1 1 2of2 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
COIWLW-JCTION co., I N E o u ~ 7 - y  CLERK'S OFFKE 
200 I.U. Willets Road NEW YORK 



JOHN THOMAS O’DONNELL (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ,‘p ., HMUTY, DEMERS & 
ttorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor 

** t 

Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 92011 



FRANK SERRAVALLO 0 1937910 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. h J  MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 

U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS LESNIAK 

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

Index No: 11 9383100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 \%I33 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih F L. 
New York, New York IO022 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  i 
JAN 1 1 2012 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738726.1 

COUN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



HARRY A. BURTON JR. 

10075 3/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

1 1 2 3 2  - --- 
MES EDWARDS 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS NEw 'ORK 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

DEC 2 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 



ROBERT J. DES CHENES 

100755/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

x 

RS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Q 
I 

Dated: Albertson New York 

JAN 1 ! """, 
I 

1 ---._ IC===- COUNT 
UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein?Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

D 
p i J q q 3 - 3 1 2  

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant COUNTY i!-i i!" OFF@$ 700 Broadway NLW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1,U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, 



GEORGE J, SABO (Dec.), : Index No. 123481/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gt& 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

F I L E D  , I  

By: By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. A 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2012 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

1 

COUIJI Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

2 9 2011 Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



George Sabo, Jr.for the Estate of GEORGE SABO, SR., 
deceased, and EMMA SABO, individually, 

Index No.: 123481/00 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9 Z . c d e f l 2 7  ,2011 

Matthew MacIntyre, Escf 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 0 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
212.609.6800 

ME1 12657651v.l 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN R 

D 
I 1 

hL:vv YORK 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
I ! 'HKIs oFFICE Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

QEC 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

ttorneys for Defendant u 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J .  BUNDY (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no ; 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
oc$fs-3u 9 , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Albertson, New York 1 l$bQpd .c .I i I ii<S OFFICE. 
(5 16) 294-5433 i. i.-'vfi! YQ51K 

SO ORDERED, 
[,"*" il 

'*! 29 

- " .b 

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUC 
CORPORATION, as Su 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 1NCj~pj 1 2$? 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --------------------_____L_____I________----~--------------~---------~-- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) __I-----------______C__ll____________l_f-------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY A. BURTON JR. 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO -------____-__-I----___________II_______------~-------------~---------~~ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO ________1_1--_______________rrl_________-~~----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 2 9 2011 



ROBERT J .  DES CHENES 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, 'as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Oec C - S C  , 2011 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

.- 

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

(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND T. KENSY 

Index No. 102456/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

,* 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys% for Plaintifl 
Raymond T Kensy 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 4 New 150 Broadway, York, New Suite York 600 10038 F I L E D '  
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

JAN 1 1 7,012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

7. 

I '  , Q 

.\\ FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

for Defendant 
CONSTRUCTION 

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 2011 



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

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -_______-----_________________I_________-----------_---__------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_l_rr-------____l__________l_r_________-~--------_-----------" 

BRENDA L. TANNER, Individually and as : Index No. 105354/01 
Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM M. 
TANNER, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & d, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys &r Defendants The Goodyea h ire & Rubber 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

JAN 1 1 2012 

wUlw CLERK'S OFFEE 
SO ORDERED: 

NEW YORK 



LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 
SHMAN CONSTRUCT10 

CORPORATION, as Successor injAN 1 1 2$i2 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION co. 3 INE(-)Upm CL.ERK'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

gEc 2 9 2011~ 



~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

I Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O r c c a u  \q ,2011 

f HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

t %  4 s TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
($16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherTKlZn Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN LOCKWOOD 

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

Index No: IO6933101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 4 
F I L E D  

(21 2) 558-5500 

< *  

< JAN 1 I 2012 : SO ORDERED, 
I 

US-ACTIVE-I 06738739.1 

I 
COUN JY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
I 
I DEC 2 920111 
I 



FRANK SERRAVALLO 

100779/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: qltertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



X:/FB W34708A~.paWOVEMBfiR 201 1 

'SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 1 18&69/98 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FLJLT'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
\ L b N  

Ralb:cdier, E q .  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

i 
SO ORDERED, 

JAM 1 a 2092 Ho 



GARY GLICK and FRANN GLICK, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

A.C. AND S., INC., a&, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ L\\ lp \ k( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Aitorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, Ncw York 

(212) 302-2400 : 

1-1 

SO ORDERED: 



This Document Relates To: 

VINCENT AVESATO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index N O  
108709 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York, New Yorkyh 

o> *II 

. - -  
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. I Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC'^ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
7-32) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN LAFFERTY 

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

Index No.: 1219 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 CfY-3 u , 2011 

I J L  --E-- - 2 - T  

S & McMANUS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTR 
New York, New York 10003 CORPORATION OF 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Q :  

cn7 



JOHN LAFFERTY and BARBARA LAFFERTY, : Index No. 12 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC.,a&, 
Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION ANI) ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodycar 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs'. complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-,\\LA I\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaiiitiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

A 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 1 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Han. Sherry KI; 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WARREN MCNALLY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Index No: 108714/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

,2011 Wl "Ls 

/ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, gsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

2) 521 -5400 

- 
JAN 1 1 2012 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106739419 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r--r-_______________________l_l________----------------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY : NYCAL 

______________I_____r_______________lll_----------------------- X 
NIKOLINA PICINICH, Individually and as : IndexNo. 1 
Administratrix for the Estate of NIKOLA 
PICINICH, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 

magainst- 

A. C. & S. INC., 4. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 
-------_________1_1_l_______r___________-------------_--------- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and G dye r 

Canada Tnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
y b f i /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 3.b,?! 1 f ? ? l r )  " 1. 

Dated: New York, New York 

_- , 

SO ORDERED: 



JAMES DUNFORD 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint, against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: 4 Albertson, New York 
Of---3U ? , 2013 

u'rc 

FRANK ORTI2 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FFICE 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 11 Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 3,92811' 



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

~ ~ ~. ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L ITlGATl ON 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS SHEEHAN 

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

Index No: I 11223/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\SI553 ,2011 @/# 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r M t k i  

1 ,  

US-ACTIVE-1 06737988.1 

DEC 2 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES JOSEPH FAULKNER 

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

Index No: 11 1226101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\2.123 ,2011 

=,* >, ' WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. >2 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 . .  

i 
ti 

SO ORDERED, E Q '1 \$\ 

\ 

US-ACTIVE-106738590 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE 

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

Index No: 11 1226101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

n Dated: New York, New York 

1 .  

ChrisTpher W, Healy, Esq. ' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, k q .  ?JL I .= ChrisTpher W, Healy, Esq. ' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

% \  Attorneys for Plaintiff kL 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

! 
\ 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

! 
\ 

/ (21 2) 521 -5400 - -  

US-ACTIVE-I 06738574.1 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 11 1227/01 

JORGE RAMOS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

&/@ 
12\23 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

I L E D  
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 ?8!2 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 



ARTHUR W. MEDNICK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 
12 1423/01 
pr2mmQ 
W 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 'in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed .with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O f L C k h A  , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

CO~p47''r' 'L' 



VICTOR W. MASELLI and LILLIAN MASELLI, : Index No. 11 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I I laa I /I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2812 
I 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
\ L  D q  
,AN \ \ 28% 1 

lr omcs 
ouN-(y CLE-ES 

@YORK 

S & McMANUS 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard P. Pomposello 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1233/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

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

thereto, 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ A 5  ,2011 

q./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP *% 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

A 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LL 
116 East 27th Street, 12* F1 
New York, NY 100 16 

IAN 1 1 2Q12 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_______l_f---------______I______________-------------------------------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT S. NOGAS (Deceased) 

X ______-_------------_l__l______________l----------------""-------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
1 1 186410 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO l_r_________- -_____r-~- - - . - - - - - - - - -~~-_~~- - - - - - - - - - - -~"~~~~- - - - - - - - - -~~~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALEBW~'$G YORK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

I ,, t _ c i ~ S  

New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



<-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in ,Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, - 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

"'*$ .L 

FRANK ORTIZ %>% !.., 
"+k WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

f 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS ,.$ Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200)I. U . Willets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, *'@e 9 UM 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 115739/01 

JOSEPH JENKINS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\z\'L3 ,2011 

Christopher ( & / /  W. Healy, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10022 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh F L. 

(21 2) 558-5500 
- "  

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  y 'r 

JAN 1 1 2012 I 

US-ACTIVE-106737554.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES DUNFORD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

____lr__________r_________lfr_________l_~~--------~~~--------~"~-~------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
, 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC?9201?' 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS v Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(3 16) 294-5433 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
"r_________l________________rr_________l----------------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_f___________________________rr_________-"~-------------------- X 
NIKOLINA PICINICH, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of NIKOLA 
PICINICH, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexN . 11641 M' L T  
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC., & 4. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

B 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 JAN 1 f 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard P. Pomposello 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 87 1 8/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

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

thereto, 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

JAN 1 1 2012 < 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIa  
NEW YORK 



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

-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC., gt 4. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

SO ORDERED: em Hon. Sherry Klein Hextler, J.S.C. 
0EC2920111 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d a d  ri 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
r Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2012 
I 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.C. & S., INC.,tAL, 

IAS Part30 
Defendants. 

_____1_____1_________1__1___1___________--------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 .'/&r 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

I 
P 
\ JAN 1 1 2012 Dated: New York, New Yo& 

SO ORDERED: NEW YORK 

- 

cotiNly CLERK'S OFFICE 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index @ 104304/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs 
I s ( \ q i \ \  

;2ttor:iey ';or Haintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

A-iiori~ej s f;~. FtZ,TON BOILER W O M S  
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

00 
-- 

-! 
Y JAN 1 I '103% -* 

COUNTY CLERITS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS I,I'TIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J .) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL FLYNN and MARIE FLYNN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: ew York, New York 

%ichael Fanelli, Esq. W i c h a e l  Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr  PluintgJ(s) 

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

SO OKIIERED, 
Hon. 

Matthew R. 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

. ̂ ^ _ ^  

New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 791 -0285 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, ! 

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

~ 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

I being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendants. 

~ 

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

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 

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ o r k  
,201 1 

Treadwell Corporation Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark I b E 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 
1235-4082 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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. 

Dated: Ne 
,2011 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-4559 



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.) 

; IndexN .. 120391/0 04304/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN AND MARIE FLYNN, 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i 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. 

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

Michael 0. Flynn and Marie Flynn 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2571-1199 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,etd. ,  

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New/Yo?, y w  York 
? - ( 9  p 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18p 

JAM 1 1 2012 
; 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 
/ 

Dated: New York. New York A ,  

," q, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heiller, J.S.C. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
"" - r_ -__r_______________1__1_1_1________"~~~~- - - - -~~~~~~~- - - - - -  X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_ " _ ~ " " ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - ~ ~ " " ~ " ~ - - - -  X 
ADRIENN SAITTA, FRANCINE DOUKAS and : Index No 
SUZANN SAITTA as Co-Administratrices for the 
Estate of FRANK J. SAITTA, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

; NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC., gt d. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and G dyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Tire & Rubber 

E D i 3:$\t 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
+- DEC 2 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: Index No: I20392101 

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

WILLIAM PROCTOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 \z I '2.3 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. WElTZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 10003 

Hon. Sherp 

(21 2) 521 -5400 
%A / 

I F l r  - 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738620.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN 6, MCDONALD 

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

Index No: 120394/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\s1%3 , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher (%/# W. Healy, Esq. ' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106738182.1 



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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120395/01 

THOMAS MC CANN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq; 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

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

4 
SO ORDERED, r, 'f 

3 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

[ r 

JAN 1 1 2012 )I 

k 
8 

COUN.1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738556.1 



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

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

Index No: 120395/01 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD PERRY I NO OPPOSITION sum Mi RY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\*I-= ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2812 

OEC 2 9 21111 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 1x1 213 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ".., 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-108737874.1 

COUN-I 'Y CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CO1 JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index N e 0 3 3 7 5 1 0 2  

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: NewY k ,N  York /g+p". 201 1 

Rg& bartz, Esq. 
ey for Defendant 

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plainti 
Mark D. Ashton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadwziy JAN 0 1 2042 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 i v  TY CILE RK'S QFFlCE 
&I E t2i ':on K 

SO ORDERED, 

I' 

1 ,  



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York 
!ar"&)?, 201 1 

0 A*.% 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Hon. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

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

1 Index N C - G & J  103375/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 5 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,201 1 

I 

Mark D. Ashton 
WEITZ&LUXENBERO,P.F I L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003AN 1 1 2oI2 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-6513 



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

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

~ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120397/01 

SOL HlTZlG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

pL/H 
\%IT3 12011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 120399/01 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-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: \b\\ b ,2011 
New York, New York 

i 

1 ’  

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. J/q ’4 1 2012 i I  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ’., New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain * ~ J j ’ 1 ‘TF‘tKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 I ~ ~ L W  YORK 

York, NY 10022 
65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No,: 104521/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, ! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 Yor , New ork 
/++OH 

i' 
Robert Darish, Esq. ! 
Attorney for Defendant i 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo& 1 Olgaq Y CLERKS OFFICE 

-.$ 8 

(212) 509-3456 PlkW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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.) 

i IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, / 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2 92011 I 1  22-5228 



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

AS BE S'TOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, . .  

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Richard L. Bossey and Jane Bossey 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24940 



WILLIAM J. CAPEK (Dec.) and MARGARET A. : 
CAPEK, 

Index NO. 1045 15/02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in, the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2  12) 302-2400 
JAN 1 0 2Q12 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

_____11_"_-_-____--_______1111_1_1_____1------------------------- X 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 120399-01 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

Samuel $lehbwite, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



: Index- 
452 1 /02 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C. AND S., INC., a&, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\h - \ \L3  l u, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B y : % !  Frank Ortiz By: 

I, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10 Q i ,  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

i 

1 \ JAN 1 1 Dated: New York, New York 

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



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\\\ b \ \\, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

ear Canada Inc. 

ByQ-AtO& 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  i New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

J N  1 1 3112 
Dated: New York, New York 

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



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 IndexNo.: 100302/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

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 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 Y o  k, N 
/2/2?=r,E 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway E D  
New York, New York 

JAN ! ?%? 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 5 

ji ~;,\-!~~<tiS OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24589 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 100302/02, 

(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 1 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ydrk 1'0003 

CQUIVI 'f Cl. Et3K'S QFFtC& 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, J 

1235-405 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 
i Index No.: 100302/02, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., 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 & Cornpahy, Inc., with prejudice 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 Y rk, N York g/ay/r 201 1 

Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  ; 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 ? 2012 

I-! 1. I ld  

DE? - - 
SO O R D E E D ,  

/ V V . .  ry CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK d 

1 122-200 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LlTlGATl ON 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD VINESKI 

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

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 1%l%3 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, I 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738497.1 

DEC 2 9 20111 



JYCAL 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO and JUANITA HIDALGO, : Index Nos. 10 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A,C. & S., INC.,gtd., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled ,case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ d C ?  / / I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York' 10018 JAN 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 .?RtC'S OFFICE 
i \ q  y0RK NEW C ( j U {  .- 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



ROBERT HINES, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. & S.,  INC. , e tL ,  

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I a / / ?  / N  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

i' 

F I L E D  ' 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 i (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 3,012 
Dated: New York, New York uipf CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 9 2011 



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

Plaintiffs, 

A.C. & S., INC., gal., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: pevl/ 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street F I L E D :  
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW Yaw 

New York, New York 100 18 

COUN'Ty CLERKS O F f l E  

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___1_11____1__"_____-----------I-----------~-----------------"- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

__r_____r____________ll__l_r_______l_lr_r------------------~--- X 
JEAN B. TOWELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of FRANCIS JOSEPH 
TOWELL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No. 106 
004/0 e 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 
------I lllll__r_r______________ll__l_________ I ------___I------- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear. Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 D (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2Y2 
Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 2 
Hon. Sherry Kieiri n 

w - :of' 



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

Index No.: 121099/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN J. OWENS, 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

. . 

alaintiqs)y 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARYSUDGMFNT 
MOTION 

Defendanb. 
I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WELMCLAM hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defsndant 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 eitherparty. 

Dated: y 2011 
New York, New York 

I 

I 
I 700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant I 
I 
I 

New York, NY 10022 I 

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

D t i  
4 '  I I '  

F l  (212) 651-7500 

JAN 1 1 2092 
I 
I 

Cr ) I  i I 'i ;'! I':?K'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

-"- 

S & McMANUS? 

&*laL Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT$ 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

CORPORATION, as Successor &q'I-p312 

CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC + r \ l h l ~  OFF- cl-L 
NEW YORK 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 20ffT 



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

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK BANG 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 121732/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%\%3 i2011 
'li 

,uu' 
"1 

- ++" 
\- ~ 

7 
* <  

"<J REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D . \  1 ;  
SO ORDERED, 

1 JAN 1 1 2012 

US_ACTlVE-I 08738708.1 

COui\l I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 121734/01 

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

FRANK S. BARBERA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~/~ 
1% 123 1 2011 

Christopher W. Haaly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 ".I2 

US-ACTIVE-1 08737576.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE STEINHAUER 

NYCAL 
LAOS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 w 3 3  

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

n 

n 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.' 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 08738010. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES F. RAMA 

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

Index No: 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\--LPK3 ' * O l 1  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106738664.1 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES F. RAMA 

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

Index No: 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 
\?, 123 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

(21 2) 558k500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler E 

JAN 1 1 2012 

CoUNlY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH OREFICE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

m o p w o o d ,  Esq. 
- 

MLRKS, OWEILL,-O~BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86853 
(914) 345-7301 

! 

JAN 1 I 2052 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gtg. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

. .  

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ L [ H  /& 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs I .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 



R 

This Document Relates To: 

KENNETH H. HELLER and MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AX. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1081 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., hereby 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ol!?@mb?f 28,a11 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. JAN 1 1 2012 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defenda@yJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

' Trane US Inc., f/Wa Amer icamc&@kc .  
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH I NTRABARTOLO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Index No: I22139101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York fl 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- e  

REED SMITH. LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2Bth Fl .  
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. H6itler 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 122139/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

KENNETH H. HELLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(%I% ,2011 

.,' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York. New York 10022 4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 I< 

f F I L E D  (21 2) 521 k400 

SO ORDERED, v Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

USACTIVE-1 07523082.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNT( OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM DOWD 

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

Index No: 1221 39/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. ' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

"% ,' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '...::"+4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 i 

F I L E D  ' i ' (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2Ol2 ' 

courJ ry CLERKS OFF''' 
NEW Y O N  

US-ACTIVE-1 06738694.1 

DEC 2 9 2011 



COLAGIACOMO, Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

A ~ q o  3,< By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(212) 302-2400 0 JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
TOMASSO COLAGIACOMO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122306/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ection 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same me hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

S J .  Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86808 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. *---F\\-ED Sherry Klei eitler 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and G dyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New,L/r,k,!F York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 JAN 1 1 2OI2 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry &"f&;7 GIII . 

C(~.,INPY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

I! 92411 I! 92411 



This Document Relates To: 

STEVEN M. SHERLOCK and ADAM D. 
SHEUOCK, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
MILLARD D. SHEIUOCK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A S .  and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122391-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, 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 defendants, TRANE US XNC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC,, fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same p e  her Q 

- .2;:  
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg ~~ 8, 

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

. Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK 

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

Index No: 122391/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ 2 1 ~ , * 0 1 1  

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th 
New York, New York l p 2 t  
(21 2) 521 -5400 



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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN F. WALLACE JR. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 122698101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

Us-ACTIVE-1 07523874.1 



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

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE, : NYCAL 
Jr., : I.A.S. Part 30 

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

: Index No: 122698-0 1 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE F. HOFF 

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

Index No: 122701/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\-A553 ,2011 

n *_ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. *-i-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26’ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, D 

US-ACTIVE-I 075231 M). 1 COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 122704/01 

NICHOLAS J. BALESTRA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York O@ 121-~3 , 2011 
v <  

1 A, 

Christopher W. Healy, E 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 a // (212) 521k400 

- 1 1  F 

USJCTIVE-107523008.1 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. N C . ,  gt 4. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

____I_____________________l_lr__________----------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway L E D  i !> 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York !00/8 
(212) 558-5500 3 

? 
e; 

(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

COUN I 'r' Ci .EFiKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

.* ."T 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

' NYCAL BARBARA RIZZO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH C. RIZZO, : I.A.S, part 3o 

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

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC. 
CONTRACTING 

* Index No: 122789-01 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

(' 

F$& M. Kozin, Esq! 

Dated: L - 7 + + 9 & / /  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue g\L-  ;ui 
(212) 558-5500 , NY 10022-6 0 

3900 JAN \ 1 nQ I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT J. TUSSI, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

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

-against- ' Index No: 122790-01 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: * \ 
t y  

N co . Kozin, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 rk, NY 10022-6030 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



$UPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

THOMAS PA$CQE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122792/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudicepg without costs. 

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

opwood, Esq. E&?=--- S, O'NEXLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flww BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86854 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 2M2 



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

~~ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122792/01 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS PASCOE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -1 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue. 26'h FL. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE4 07523403.1 

4 i t i m  Hon. Sherry 



1 L 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

HOWARD J. BIEK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122793/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience I fMa  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

+ 

%@ Hopwood, Esq. 
MAFWS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTmY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ww BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 2011 



-against- 

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

A, C. & S. INC., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ J / f  4 /q 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 ?Q12 

NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

. 

C0up.j \ 'f C\.ERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 123007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86849 

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

(914) 345-7301 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y r Ne York 
/?l"is?k 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
BY 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Ybrk '1 00 18 JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

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



I c 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LOUIS D. ARIENO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123041/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORTJER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsfard, New York 10523 

File No.: 473,86797 
(914) 345-7301 L 

SO ORDERED, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & d. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r New York L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ar Tire & Rubber 

I L E Q  ; I 4  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2oI2 
Dated: New York, New York 

(-, 0 ~, ,q Y c LER S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlx, J.S.C. 



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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 
I $FYork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York PBLED + ;  (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 I 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

CWNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NkW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

L \  b?! - r: 9 '10181 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

+ 

&&$Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEXLL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86805 

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

(914) 345-7301 

D SO ORDERED, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

D R  2 9 2011' 



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

BRUCE SNEED, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 123225-01 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated#aeW York 

Michael Fanelli Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 

K&L GATES LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

2 2 - 6 p  L E 0003 

1 B ?W 



1 L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY A$BESTO$ LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
HAROLD BTRGE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123226/0 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

_- - 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BlUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 ? 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gtd. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

JAN '1 1 2032 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
W U N I  y CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

_. - 

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



a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
RICHARD 5. DIETZ I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123275/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.86817 

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

(914) 345-7301 

JAN 1 1 2042 

COUNI-Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 123299/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\2\'2.3 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

CLERKS omCE 
CO\JidT&\N yoRK 

US-ACTIVE-1 07523504.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALVIN J. SCHADE. 

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

Index No: 123415/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%I23 ,2011 *- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

w 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 1 1 
(212) 521-5400 JAtI 1 1 ?.012 3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___---__-_---_------_______l___l________----------------------- 

JOYCE CONGDON, Individually and as Executrix : Index No. 123563/01 
for the Estate of ORLYN CONGDON, 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. N C . ,  gt d. 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inca be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York & 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NewYork,NewYork 10018 F I L E D 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUl\i KY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

.. 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME courrr or: THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

WHEREFORE, dcf-eiidant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-cntillcd cases, piirsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' caiuplaint against defendant CRANE CO. witli prejudice, and there being 110. 

opposition tlzereto, 

Olil)lXllED, that upon notice to all co-defkndants, all claims and cross claims against 

clefelidant CR4NE CO. bc, and the sanie RI 

(212) 558-5500 orlc:NY 10022-4030 
36-3900 

SO ORDERED, u t t  2 9 2011 
F I L E D  

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
S99 Lexington Avenue 



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

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ADOLF BRANDT I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123699/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86802 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goadyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NewYork,NewYprk lOOlSJAN 1 1 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

C~~~ \ y CLERKS OFF''' 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X l______------r-_________I_______________------------~---------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ---r__l_______-l----------------------------------------------- 

V I R G N A  DAVINO, Individually and as : Index No. 1241 17/01 
Representative for the Estate of FRANK S. 
DAVINO, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JAY 1 1 28912 

CouN-ry CLERKS OFFCE 
NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK S. DAVINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1241 17/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

w w ,  MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

' I  1 1 2012 1 ,  

DEC 2 9 2011 



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

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

Index No: 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM J. SMITH 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \A REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-4 
D (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 k l  

Jb*y I :342 -* 

Y + -  

SO ORDERED, 1 -* 
I" Hon. Sherrv K. Heltler 

US-ACTIVE-107523628.1 

2 9 20m 



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

WILLIAM J. SMITH, 

Plaintiffls), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 124120-01 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: \ L\ \q\ \ \  
York 

Michael Fmelli hq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

m , + j o +  
Tdcb M. Kozin, Esq. ' 
K&L GATES LLP * 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

F I L E D  
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, JAF.\ 1 d %Ol2 
Hon. Sherry w e i t l e r  G O ~ ~ T Y  CLERK9 OFFICE 

NEW \(OflK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

JOHN V. BRUNO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice aJpd without costs. 

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

&m~s, O~NEILL,-O~BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86803 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  i 
Hon. Sherry Klk(nWeit1er 

JAN 1 1 2012 



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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\\\ \\ \ ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

ear Canada Inc. 

By?AQo& 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 D i  ewYork 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

"1 A $4 F 1 "12 
Dated: New York, 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: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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. 

Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 1 2012 

SO ORDERED, 9 NEWYORK 
COW$ [y CI-EHK’S OFF=- 

E 

2383-24589 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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. 

,201 1 

WEITZ 700 Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C 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 JAN 1 1 2012 

New York, New Ydrk 10003 

NEW YORK > SO ORDERED, 

1 

1235-405 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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, 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 Y rk, N York !41a7.r 201 1 

'>\ Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 1 2012 

1122-200 



7104-296 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CHARLES CARUSO and NYCAL 
LUCILLE CARUSO INDEX NO. 100461 -02 

Plait@&. I 
I 
I -against- I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C,and S. ,  INC., et al. 1 

I 
I 
I 
I . -  

Defendants 
. .. 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

x- /td2& 
By : By: 

sell A. Pepe, Esq. 
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59* Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 NewYork,NY 10118 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
212-558-5500 212-268-5136 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

so ORDERED: 
HONORABLE 

MotionControl Industries. Inc. ~ t 

1720620-1 .DOC 
DEC 2 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 100461/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

CHARLES CARUSO, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 \a123 I 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

o E C 2 p f  L E D I i SO ORDERED, 

l 

JAM 1 1 2r312 i t  

US-ACTIVE-106738764.1 
X t N i  Y CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



J 

CHARLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO, : Index No. 100461/02 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

: Hon. Sherry IUein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., d., 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyew 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the abova-mtitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs* complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 302-2400 

By: 

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

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 

@// 
SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DAVID L. LYNCH 

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

Index No: 100580/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 \Z\-+X3 

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

/ 

/ 

!L 
Christopher W. Healy, Escf 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 2 
New York, New York 100 

D Attorneys for American 

12) 521-5400 ~ p P I 

US-ACTIVE-107523216, I DEc 2 9 2011 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC., et gl. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, e York 
kp i " l l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 

JAN 1 1 2012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York TX&.IIMTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

HENRY C. CALABRO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100583/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. 

&rffHopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fk/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86804 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

i 
i '  
> 

< JAN 1 1 2012 

COUN i Y  CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 



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

SEYMOUR STRAUCH, NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Ieitler) 

Index No: 100820-02 

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

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant C M N E  CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: \& York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

ew Yorkr NY 1 
(212) 536-3900 

1 

Hon. Sheyy w i n  Heitler 
I 

oo2rov L IE D 



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

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

Index No: 100821/02 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES C. KLEIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I>b3 1 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE4 075231 99.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__1__________1__________l__________l____-"----------_---~------ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

__________________"I____l____llr________-----"----------------- X 
MARGARET FULTON, Individually and as : Index No. 100870/02 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN H. 
RANSON, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
@ / / 9 / 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 

yy, , y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT J. DADO 

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

Index No: 100873/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiWs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 
\-LA= 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 .I 

Hon. S h e r s .  He !iller 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-107523085.1 



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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, 

INC., et SI., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARDy INC., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: bember 2 8 , 2 0 1  1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 
Manasquan, Ne ppl26E D 

" (732) 528-8888 
r 

SO ORDERED, JAN I 1 2ol2 
COUN-ry CLERKS OFFIE 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A. C. & S. INC., gt &. 

Defendants. 

-------lrl - ----* "WI _____-__r___----ll-______" ___----I___ x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York N w York 
/ A h  74 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ,>> 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

ear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 4 Hon. S 
2 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtaJ., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 1" 264 West 40' Street F I L E D :  
New York, New York 10003 New Yoik, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

P-7 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ____________I________f______________r___--_--------__-~"------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C. & S.,INC.,gtd., 

Defendants. 
r_______rr_____l _ _ _ _ _ _  *" _ _ _ _ _ _  I ..____----__ ". ------- ---- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Gdodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 f L / / ' )  /// 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Attorneys for Plaintiff re & LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

C. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

264 West 40th Street 
NewYork,NewYork 10018 F I 
(2 12) 302-2400 

J d b j - i Y  CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ 2 / 1 ' p  / I [  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street \ \ I W  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York: 1001 8 )AN 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



I I 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

KENNETH F. BAILEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10 1245/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

2 & LUXENBE 
orneys for Plaintiff(s 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

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

(914) 345-7301 
. File No.: 473.86798 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH F. BAILEY 

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

Index No: 101245/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%I23 ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

c 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

__ F I L E D 4  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-107522991 . I  

2 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN F. NICHOLAS 

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

Index No: 101247/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\.2,1%3 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-107523370.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
_____"_rl________l_r________________llr_-__-~----_------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_--_____"_-_________ll________lllr______----_--"-------~------- X 
TERI L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES PORTER, 0 48/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No. 11 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. NC. ,  d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

ar 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company dnd Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A/,,? h/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

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

264 West 40th Street 
NewYork,NewYork 1 0 0 1 ~  F I L E D , 

(2 12) 302-2400 
JAN 1 I 2812 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

' NYCAL TERRI L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of : 

* (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) JAMES PORTER, 
part 3o 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No: 101248-02 -against- 

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

Defendants. 
x ____"____---______1_-----------------"--------------------------- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAMES PORTER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f1Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 

Elmsford, New York T J L E D  52 
530 Saw Mill River 

(914) 345-73dl ' 
ile No.: 473. 86856 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ______~____1"~1"~~~~_----------------I--~~~~-------------"-"----- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

MARK WREN, as Administrator for the Estate of : Index No. 101480/02 
GEORGE WREN, and EDNA WREN, 
Individually, 

____________1_1_"1~__-------------------~~~~~~~~~~------------"- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt @. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for ,Plaintiffs 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(2 12) 302-2400 

L 

~-- -- - 

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



. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____I____________________________I_____--------"-------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

l______l_______rr____ll________r________----------------------- X 
LOUISE GRAHAM, Individually and as : Index No. 10 1679/02 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN D. 
GRAHAM, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt & 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I d /  Shf 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D ,  New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2912 Dated: New York, New York 

- -  COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

~, 
SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 102002/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, lnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. n 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River 
Elmsford, New 

JAN 1 1 2812 
(914) 345-7301 

5 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__l_____l_r____l____..-------------------~---------------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

1_____________1_____l______l____________------"---------------- X 
THERESA I. PAWLICZAK, Individually and as : Index No. 102002/02 
Executrix for the Estate of VALERIAN E. 
PAWLICZAK, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC., gt 4. 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

*l----..______* --_- .. -______I_____________" -----r--___* _I ------ x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k / L  z [ q  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
)r Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

jdyear Cany/a I n 4  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 JAN 1 1 2012 

I 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York NEW 
*-. 3 

so ORDERED: 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROCCO MATER0 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 102008/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 

, 2011 
\2\'L3 

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 4 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, )hN 1 1 

(21 2) 521 -5400 \ c E 0 k;" 

Hon. Sherry K. H e i t l N  s OF@ 
G\ E M  

Gou~~;~vd Y OR6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 102168/02 

JOHN M. ROSH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\SI23 j 2 O l 1  

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-107523518.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

DENIS A. DONAHUE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10242 1/02 

NO OPPO$ITIQN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: T)o,C QlM &* J 1LP ,2011 

w/ 
I&. Hopwood, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, e*-' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'IWILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88217 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Q 

(914) 345-7301 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 4/4 Date: 12/27/2011 9:08:43 AM 

, . .., 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SIlPllMGRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102421/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKUEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

14371 1 1  

a =  Frank Ortix,T:sq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York FILED (212) 558-550 

G L E p ~ ~  O F W E  
SOORDERED, _- 

H COuN%Ew \(OW 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. J02421/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

DENTS A. DONAHUE and ANNE DONAHUE 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with pre-judice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 2,201 1 

1 
Rosdho C h h ,  Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LL 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York, New York loa38 

m z l A 4 L  

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys+for Plaintifcs) Attorneys-for Defendant 
Denis A. Donahue and Anne Donuhue 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600; JAN 1 1 7,012 7 
New York. New York 10003 

FILED.  
f 

(212) 791-0285 COUNTY CLERK'S OmCE (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

1 - ~ -  . C H  Dated: 11 u SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry #!km€€d itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
OJEDA, FELIX I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102508/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

4'- 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Iac. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86852 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

JAN 1 1 2012 

COUi\i I L' CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FELIX OJEDA 

NYCAL ' 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102508102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(SIZ3 *Odl 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 07523386.1 

~ N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES J. PRINGLE 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102509/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%I33 ,201' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.E D , I ,  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 1 
JAN 1 1 2012 7 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-107523447.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH OREFICE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice q d  without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MLRKS, OWEILL,-O~BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86853 
(914) 345-7301 

. 
F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

i *  

JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 

, r .*. , 



OREFICE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C, & S. INC., gt 4. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ Z / / * h  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fok Plaintiffs 

By: .. 

Ti Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Compmr@d Goodyear C y d a  I n d  

A 

EC 2 9 2011. 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 102915/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RICHARD P. HESLIN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. ' 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-107523094.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102946/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES J. CARR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

15\53 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/-- 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. ' 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

F I L E D  
New YorkT-New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US_ACTIVE-107523027.1 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A, C. & S. INC., gt 4. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

**-- - ------_ .. __r__----___________I I _l________l_r-------_____I__ x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/d/ ? h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I By: 

264 West 40* Street 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company n d  Goodyear Canada f i  Inc. 1 

2 9 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
EDWARD W. NYBACK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102947/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Iac. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road E 
Elmsford, New York 1 
(914) 345-7301 

A File No.: 473. 8685 1 

so ORDERED, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C .  & S. INC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 J! 1 f ~ 9 1 2  
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD A. WOOD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I03058102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1.2.  17/3 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8, LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

(21 2) 55815500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ----___111__----___1II1_________c_r_____-_-"------1"----------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1902 5 09 

"___-------_____l"__________11_______111~~-----~"~~-----~~~~~-- 

&+p HENRIETTA BARRY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of HOWARD J. BARRY, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

A. C. & S. INC,, &A. 
Defendants. 

--l..ll..--------d*I I ----------1 - ..-r----_l I ---r---d-l--" -------..- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment. in the 'above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

ear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway D '  
New York, New York 10003 ew York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JbJd I 1 2fl12 

CO._I,Y , ?  CI.E.FiKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

HOWARD BARRY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

W J .  Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86770 
(914) 345-7301 

I 
I 

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: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120396/06-> 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & €ompany, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003Aly 1 I 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

* '  . 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-6513 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS 1,XTIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120396/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., 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 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ey for Defendant 
Liquidating Corp. 

MCGIVNEY & & h J G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 2383-24975 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.. 

THIS D ~ C U M E N T  REFERS TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) , ,  

IndexNo.: 120396/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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, ail claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation; be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N e  York 
/2fi?/.?, 201 1 

t 

Mark D. Ashton 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 I 

I (21 2) 509-3456 

1235-601 8 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH VINCENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I03443102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

391% ,2011 

Frank Ortiz. Esa. %+2' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New 

. (212) 521-5400 
York 10022 

! 
i '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
PI RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK T. WEBER AND CATHERINE COLE 
WEBER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103447102 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., 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 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 Yor , N e  York 
/ q 9 7 ? 2 0 1 1  

R o y S c h ~ 6 - t ~  Esq, 
Attorn for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 1  

f 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank T. Weber and Catherine Cole Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yorh, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 2383-25968 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK T. WEBER AND CATHERME COLE 
WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S . ,  INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103447/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Defendany 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

E D .  

Frank T. Weber and Catherine Cole Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-55PO 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23578 



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: 

FRANK T. WEBER AND CATHERINE COLE 
WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 103447/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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, Inc., with prejudice 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. 

,201 1 

Frank T. Weber and Catherine Cole Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23923 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ROSCOE E. ROWELL JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103751/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\55\*3 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexinaton Avenue, 26fh FL. 

New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 New York,New York 

US-ACTIVE-I 07523538.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X I-________-________-l__l_r______________~---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --________"_r-rl___-__________II________-------------"""------- 

ROSE DEGENNARO, Individually and as : Index No. 103867/02 
Representative for the Estate of ANTHONY 
DEGENNARO, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby'dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

dants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2012 

Dated: New York, New York GLt-RKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: -, 

Hen. Sherry Klein Hqtler, J.S,C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

ANTHONY DEGENNARO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103 867/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

.& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

ALFONSO DELAROSA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103867/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86816 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILLIP A. RETAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103869/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\3\%3 3 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-107523499.1 



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: 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103870/02 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

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. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. i 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 1 II ??I2 
New York, New York 1 

1122-2551 



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.: 103870/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

Roy S c h w y  Esq. I 

Attorney or Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

g 
m 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003JAN 1 1 2OI2 

cOui\ll Y CLERKS OFFICE i 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK I 

DEC 2 9 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-29667 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler. J.) 

I ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103870/02 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2011 F I L E D  

FFEGE 

ornev for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Donald M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-2076 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WALLACE G. COVIER I.A.S. Part 30, (Beitler, J.) 
Index No: 104040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice ,7 and rl without costs. 

WEITZ & 
Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

Attorneys for Plahtiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.8681 1 
(914) 345-7301 

F I L E D  t SO ORDERED, 
i !  



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt A. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York ~ 

EC 2 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gd. ,  

Index N e  92/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New,YoPyew York 
2 1 7  I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 

JAN 1 1 2012 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 f '  
R 

2 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York 

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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 104165/02 

JOHN A. HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-18127 



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.: 104165/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN A. HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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. 

,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Y 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 -. 

N-ry CLERK'S O F F W  
NEW yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18667 



Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Attorneys for Plaintiff 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 1 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 t 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH M. KETELS 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104166/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ % I 2 3  ,2011 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

4 - -  

SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. Sherry K. H'eitler 

US-ACTIVE-107523186.1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



\ 

L 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, 

PIaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120391/ 

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 & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-4559 



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.) 

Index No.: 120391/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, 

PI ain tiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., JNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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, axid there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ r k  
,201 1 

ttorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green 

MCGIVNEY & KJ..,UGER, P.C. 

1235-4082 
DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL FLYNN and MARIE FEYNN 

Index Nos. 120391-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ew York, New York 

%ichael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintufbs) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Matthew R. 

' h  

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120391/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

(iitor;:x~y fb1- Piainiin'fs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

- 

2douit.,r 5 fLI- FT_:L'mx BG:LEx ~!'O?XS 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 

- v  

D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN AND MARIE FLYNN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 120391/0 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC.? et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, 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. 

/ / D 

Ro ert Darisli, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

+%-- 
Michael 0. Flynn and Marie Flynn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1 199 
D R  2 9 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
I A S P m 3 0  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 1 

.bW 1 1 2Q12 
Dated: New York, New York 

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 Index No@0399/Ol 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j 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 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. 

F 
Robert Darish, Esq. f* 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1 

WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. J A ~  1 1 2012 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 1 QQm ; v CLERKS OFFICE 
' '  NEwYORK (212) 509-3456 .t 8 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1198 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Dociunent Relates To: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 10452 1-02 
-against- 

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. 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K&L ATESLLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) A k y s  for Defendant 
700 Broadway C NECO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 
(212) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 92011 1122-5228 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY AND JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

Index No.@l203W/Ol 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N e  York 
/JxqY, 201 1 

- 
ROY 
Attopf(ey 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 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard L. Bossey and Jane Bossey 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-24940 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: IndexNo. $EJs RICHARD L. ROSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., gt al., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: . .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ a - \ \ \ o  1 u 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

1, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 

i ,  
. New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
-I 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. IASPart30 

Defendants. 
_______lr__--_---____ ------------- .. __--------I-_____________r x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/4 P /Ir 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Jps.\ \ 
Dated: New York, New York (..E@ OFFICE 

COUN '&.I '(OW 

SO ORDERED: v-- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 ,, ,:%17~t ~,LLRK'S OFFICE 

YORK CL (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS E. COSGROVE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105175/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York R !  \%\-=a ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
JAN 1 1 2612 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
US_ACTIVE-107523053.1 NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011k.4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1051 77/02 

WILLIAM 0. PULVERMARCHER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\'L\7-3 ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

Plaintiff@), 

"against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Index No.: 
100780-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JCmGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US PIC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I=7L 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney far Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, h c .  
2430 Route 34 

I Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 uan, New Jersey 08736 

8-8888 

SO ORDERED, -. 
II 

2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105389102 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! This Document Relates to: 

JAMES W. MCDONALD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, A 

O N  
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 k400 

L 
US-ACTIVE-107523263.1 



I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & 4. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
/./.p?/. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 

JAN 1 1 to'' New York, New York 10003 NeGYork, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-105559 

JOHN REINA 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 
li 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 50 Jericho Quadrangle, 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 

FPOL E D Jericho, NY 1 1738-2728 

JAN 1 1 ?<W j832-7~00 i 
1 
I 

col,i., , CI.E~~C:$ BWIG SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 13686416.1 

J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ERICH SZILLUS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105562102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

J%dHopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88295 

WEITZ & LU~ENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

i F I < L E D  i I  
Hon. Sherry ei Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARL MANGONA 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10571 2/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 Oh/ \'L\"L3 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

couiq I y CLERKS OFF- 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739513.1 



P 1 ai n ti ff( s) , 

-against - 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., gt d., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
19 I& /u 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

;L!:* I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

<% A By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 F I L E D  i (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2812 
Dated: New York, New York 

TOUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: m,. 



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 

Index No.: 112561/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
/ q & $ 2 0 1 1  

Attorney fo efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 \ hN \ 7gt2 

Frances Ryndak and Stanle 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r r L € D  

;I;?-- / 

(212) 509-3456 
h 

2383-25544 



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 IndexNo.: 112561/0 0 1057 

[ (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

PI ainti ffs, 

-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 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 Y k N York 
/+j,T,ZOll 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10063 JAN 1, ?.",I2 

NE\N YOKK 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

1s OFWE (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
auN?v CLERK 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7178 



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 No.: 1 1256 l/GF& 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 $ 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York /+yT, 2011 

Utorney for p a n t  
Courter & Co pany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Frances Ryndak and Stanley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JAN 1 1 2012 

COUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE. (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 
.?,- 

I 122-1614 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WELSIE WALDRON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10571 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 mI%3 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Es'q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 
\ L E D  

JAN 1 1 2012 , SOORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 08739340.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DAVl D WEAVER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105871 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\I123 ,2011 O/@ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 &e--- F I L E D  b SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 2012 1 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CI-ERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739569.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gt& 

NYCAL 

Index N e  
7/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 4 4  9 111 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fQr Defendants The Goodyqu Tire & 

I 

D 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2912 ' 

New York, New York 100 18' 
700 Broadway 

U 

264 West 40th Street 

C0"N Iy CLERK'S OFF'CE 
NEW Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 

a 
i !  
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP COX 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105872102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 \z\'L3 ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Es< 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 1 

JAN 1 1 2012 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739621.1 

COUlV 1 Y CI-ERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ______I_______________lrr_r____________l~I----------------"---- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNo. 016021/02 
X a l_"____________llr__-------------II--"--------------------------- 

JEAN B. TOWELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of F U N C I S  JOSEPH 
TOWELL, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Defendants The 

awrence G. Lee, E 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 i 

JAN 1 1 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Kleinweiiler, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES P. CALKA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
034774192 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

u t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

D E c  9 9 ZQ11 
SO ORDERED, 



RONALD P. LENAHAN (Dec.), : IndexNos. 1 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

W 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC., gt d., 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 
X r-----__------------_______lll___rll____-------"--"--------~" 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & 'Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The' Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ *iL fM /y  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

- 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106452/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 \% 1-3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
%. 

US-ACTIVE-106739182.1 



This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

Index No: 106457-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., W a  AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are $ " ~ ~ i ~ I ; p  fc 

I 
prejudice and without costs. 1 

-' 1 

 COUNT^ CLERKS OFFICE 
Dated: @um&zda I I JAN 1 1 2012 

New York, New York 
lfx QZW , *  

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq* 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No@ 1 0 9 4 8 m  
i 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, ! 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 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. 

, 2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

1122-5085 



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, I.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

Index No.: 06457 109483/02 P i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i 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 Q 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 Ne York 
/ 5 9 y 5 5 7 , 2 0 1 1  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENB+G, P.c. 4 

700 Broadway ' 'AM 1 1 2012 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1&9 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4608 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L, 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 32 12, 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George A. Walker, Sr. and Phyllis E. Walker 
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 

2383-25503 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

,2011 
I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

508 0 , 110790/02 0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i 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 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. 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Roland E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

[ L E D  
JAN 1 1 I N 2  

I %OUNTY CI..ERKS OFFIG 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

1235-4784 



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: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

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 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 sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
/ qf&/, 201 1 

Roland E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New Yor 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Swq KleiJHeitler cour$ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

N@Y W R K  
DEC 2 9 2011 1 122-5261 



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: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

DE' 2 '"' 2383-25532 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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. 

,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Salvatore Tine and Frances Tine 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 1 E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 J A ~  1 1 ZQt2 

--- NEW YORK 
G O U N ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICq 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShemTeein &her 

v 

1235-4787 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 Yo , N e  York /q&y, 2011 

Salvatore Tine and Frances Tine 
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 JAN 1 1 2ol2 

NEW YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 

COUN*-iy CLERKS OFF'= 

, J  SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Keith M Page: 415 Date: 12/27/2011 9:11:54 AM 

This Document Relates TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DTEU and ,mANNE LA DIEU, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, dekndant, 'TUNE US WC., f/Wa AMHKLCAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US WC., flWa AMEMCAN 

STANDARD, KTC., with prejudice, and there being no oppositian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all clkirns and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US WC., W a  AMERICAN STANDARD, MC., bc arid the swne are hereby disrrrissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New Y ork, New York 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for flaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

700 Broadway fl€daFrrE b 
ManasquandNew Je ey 0 73 I 

(732) 528-8888 r" I 

' JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE? 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

OEC 2 92011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hYww.gfi.com 1 

http:/hYww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Keith M Page: 515 Date: I21271201 1 9:11:54 AM 

This Document Relates To: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU and JEANNE LA DIEU, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OKDEEK A.O. SMITH WATER PRODIJCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

coinplaiiit against defendants, INGBRSOLL-FUND COMPANY, with prejudice, arid there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPAW, be and the same are here3 disinissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: @@mk<zT, 
New Y ork, New Y ork 

Matthew Machtyre, Esq 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, Now York 10003 

a 

GoljN I*( ' J;i GOBK &L Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
' INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

UK 2 9 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 106508-02 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Faro P. Vitale 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

-_ F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2fll2 

 COUNT^ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 4/4 Date: 12/27/2011 9:45:58 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROLAND LA DIEU, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAXN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE,-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judpmt in the 

above-entitled cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McW with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all  co-defmdmts, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLiin be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ld117 ,2011 
New York, New Yoik 

WEITZ & LU%ENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the PlaiatiRFs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n F I L E D  

tK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SEGAL McCAMEIUDGE *1 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
/ (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERJ3D, ~ 

Hon. S h q x e i n  Heitler DEC 2 9 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/)www.gfi.com 

http:/)www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard P. Pomposello 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A 
Dated: New York, New York \l-w ,2011 

Judith A.wavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I \ -  , ,  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 I (Heitler. NYCAL J.I 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106508102 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

O Y /  
\2)2-3 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
I .  
1 b JAN 1 1 2012 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106739390.1 COUNl Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEc 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FARO VITALE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\2/\23 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n (212) 558-5500 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US+ACTIVE-106739528.1 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR '3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 4 9  &h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 E D  / (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 i i f  

1 JAN 4 3 '."a42 
Dated: New York, New York 

' - COUN'[^Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

VINCENT AULETTA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106509-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg h Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) S58-S500 

JAM 1 1 2rJl2 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNT'( CLERKS OFFIC~ 
NEW YORK 



From: FAXmaker To: Talene N Page: 4/4 Date: 12/27/201 I 9:49:22 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106578/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CARL cucco, JR., 

Plahtifqs), 

- againat - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defmdant WELMCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: b c e f i k ~ .  6 7  ,2011 
New York, New York 

1% 

WF,ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 couNly OFF''' 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant JAN 1 1 "1,12 

A New York, NY 10022 NtVJ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shary Klein Hgitler 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.corn 

http://www.gfi.corn


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 06578/ , 112736/02 0’ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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. 

,2011 

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 

(2 12) 509-3456 

2383-25546 



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.) 

; Index No.: /@I 2736/02 
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation * -  
JAN \ a "" MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-8002 DEC g 9 2011 

! 

L 



-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A,C, & S,, INC., &, 
Defendants, IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne ork, New York 
II 1";111 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B " 
Jknnifer T. Childs 

700 Broagay  
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 
Dated: New York, New York 

mi.J7 Y CLERKS 0FFlCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N e 1  12736/02 
! 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

E D  

Courter & CcXmpany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carl Cucco, Jr. and Gaetana Cucco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8499 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index N 4 3  
112736/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORJIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

121221 I (  

Matthew T. MacIntyre, E@. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Flo 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
Nolv BRUNSVVlCK, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
M1 M T S E V S  MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-106580 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY W. TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
KO h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Amy L. Trimm, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Harry W. Trimm, and Lind 

DEC 2 9 zonr 

BX-TOKEN-28 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 10658 1-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X ______________~_1""1"-----~--------~--------------~---~~"~~~"~~~~ 

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. 

~VEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington A v e p '  L E 
New York. NY 100 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY -2 By: Samuel SLY$! Goldblatt, Esq. 

Matt ew Park, Esq. \ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13688781 . I  



-. * -  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants, 

&, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
SO ORDERED: (-3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
PEGGY LOFTON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106690/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88279 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

cLE@ ow= 
GONT;Ew Y O M  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, E 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Patterson-Kelle y Ca 

?h f i l u G V d  ,Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

a Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for 

(212) 558-5500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 OFF\= 
(7 1 6) 8 5 3 -8 1 00 y CLERKS 

,-n\ IN _. I V ~ R K  

SO ORDERED, 

I368878 I .  I 



,. P .,# 

CLB55 194/legal/nosjm/December 201.1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ERIC E, DREIMILLER, 
----------_--------_______________I_____------------"------------ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index N e  1 18980/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

J 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Matthew T. MacIntyre,Esq/ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

3 13-3600 
-. 

d !  
1 '  
1 '  

JAN 1 1 2012 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9.2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo: @ 1*980/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

Plaintiffs, i 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 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. 

,2011 i '  
F I L E D  9 

JAN 1 1 2012 
I 

FflCE 

Ro ert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

@-, 
Eric E. Dreimiller and Kay Dreimiller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

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: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 18980/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

CO~JNTY CLERK‘S 
* w- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eric E. Dreimiller and Kay Dreimiller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25594 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index N 106695/ ,118980/02 0 
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 Yor , Ne York /q277, 201 1 

orney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700Broadway \ r 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York,New Ydrk 10003 JAN 1 1 2Ol2 

1235-4590 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHTNE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

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 $ 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. I, 
Dated: N w Y rk, w ,2011 York F I L E D  

JAN 1 1 2Ol2 w \ ’  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Federico Focella and Josephine Focella 

MCGKVNEY & KLUCER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-25594 



Index,N Pd I' 0669 This Document Relates To: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 
Individually, 

U 8 5 Z S - 0 2  

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

Plaintiff@), 

NO 0,PPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be a,nd the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Biaaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(732) 528-8888 eppc3e D 
New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 M a w  

SO ORDERED, JAN I 1 2012 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

COCJd I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I Index N e 1  18980/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

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 Yor , New ork 
/qi2+011 

Eric E. Dreimiller and Kay Dreimiller 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
WEITZ 700 Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

JAN 1 1 2012 

NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

~ U N  I y CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5067 DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LA.$, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York jq#?, 2011 F I L E D  1 il 
4 '  JAN 1 1 2012 I 

FFICE 

V 

fiicole Wesselmann, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND OlRXlER 
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 $ 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. 

Oakfabco Inc. and Josephine Focella 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

DEC 2 9 2011 
2571 -1218 



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: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHNE 
FOCELLA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, \ 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. 

,2011 

efendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

' I  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 1 1 2Q12 i 

Federico Focella and Josephine Focella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(312) 558-5500 

1122-5072 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 18978/O2 

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 Yor N w York 
4 2 q L 2 0 1 1  

Federico Focella and Josep 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 JAM 1 1 2072 700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10003 

1235-4595 



CAL 

SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA (Dec.), : IndexNos 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gt& 

Defendants, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ia//s/q 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

\* ,J 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yo 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 
. COUN-rY CLERK'S O F F I S  

bWV YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S,C. 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-_ 

This Document Relates To: 

DONALD L. STERNER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et wl., 

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/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

+* A,- ' 

q3 
\, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

- . .- 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(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: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaint 
John W. Mahnken 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 

2383-25635 I /  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

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' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Jnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

, 201 1 

fiicole Wesselmann, Esq* 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John W. Mahnken 

JAN 1 1 2312 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 y CL-ERKS OFFICE , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 * N Y Q ~  

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1081 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 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 Y k,N York 
+/?&T2011 

Treadwell Corporation John W, Mahnken 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

123591 52 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 
,201 1 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

John W. Mahnken 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

I 1122-9650 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

0 1  1487O/02 i Index No. 10670 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- , 6 

, 
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. 



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.) 

e l  14876/02 j IndexNo.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC.,  et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N e  York 
/d)k)f&q7,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam R. Mogavero and Betty Mogavero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10093 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGlWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 b JAN 1 1 ?.W 

I 

oul\i I y C\mK'S  OFF%@ 
SO ORDERED, DEC 2 9 2017 NEW rQRK 

1235-9165 



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: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 6'%06/0 14876/02 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam R. Mogavero and Betty Mogavero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New york 106 I I, E I) 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 \ 
JAN 1 1 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

\ 
k 
1 

COUN 1 y CLERKS OFFICE, 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
1 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 122-9663 DEC 2 9 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: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

i Index No,: 706/02 14876/02 Q 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

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 $ 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. 

Sam R. Mogavero and 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-25635 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Dtcgrnber 28,zD I I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

asquan, New Jer 
) 528-8888 O r 3  

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFI&.- 
NEW YORK 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD STERNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 \2,\%3 ' 

Chrmopher W. Healy, Esq/ 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

4 
F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 
4 JAN 1 1 2% 7 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORH 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739494 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_. - 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD CHIMERA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO6708102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Wlz3  2011 

'--.*. \~,3K&Js~* 4,,., I .- <ti 

P ,  

$! 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 A 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 F I L E D . ,  - 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitlet 

COUN I Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

US-ACTIVE-106739684.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
RALPH A. CONTE I.A.S. P m m . )  

Index No: 6708/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88214 
(914) 345-7301 



X.:/cases/FBW45552/lcgal/NOSJM December 20 I 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
' COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
Z.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 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

_lll ._ .-.- -- ..-I-- - - 

h\-N 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant Attornevs for Plaintiff 

700 Brdadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEWAD,--.- 
€-lo 

30ILER WORKS 

q e w  York. New York 1m6\ 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Ralph A. Conte and Diane 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 1 

New York,New York 10003 JAN 1 8 2012 

COUN I Y  CLERKS ORFIG@ 
NEW Y W K  

4 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8979 



SUPREME COURT OF THJl STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix far the Estate 
of RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and 
SHIRLEY G, CHIMERA, Individually, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index N 
, 116076-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGlMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M QL 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

C ( J L J ~ ~  IY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 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: 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

@116074/02 i Index No : 1067 

Plaintiffs, 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 $ 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 , Ne York 
/ q q 7 , 2 0 1 1  F I L E D  

FFICE 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ralph A. Conte and Diane Conte 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Y 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KEW Heitler 

12358482 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

PI ainti ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. [ 

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Defendant u 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 509-3456 

EC 2 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 

1235-8474 



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.: 6708/ , 116082/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New or ,New ork w ,201 1 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

- 

Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DU2 2 9 20 11 2082-10800 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York !q2?[, 201 1 

Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New $mk? 0003 3 /I JAN 1 1 3012 ( I  (2 12) 509-3456 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

1122-8971 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

I Hon. SW- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

-against- 

A, C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
/ $ & / 2 0 1 1  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2383-25634 



This Document Relates To: 

LINDA L. DAY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD J. DAY SR, and LINDA L. DAY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s1, 

-against- 

/+- 

IndexNo.: y e  1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S. INC., et wl., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC,, f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 -,bhasquan, New Jer P"Q'L E D (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 3 2  

K k J W  Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITJON 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
, 
I 
I t 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 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 clainis against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Valone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Ywk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25536 



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: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  4 

without costs. 

1 

1 
< 

/ / 
1 

JAN 1 1 2012 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

* 4 4 (  

NEW Y O W  

Tread well Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. V 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-531 1 

4 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E7 NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS-DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) - 
Index No.: (&5210524,02 

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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

F I L E D  
i ,  

.kAN 1 1 2012 

Thomas H. Valone and Louise M, Valone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 1122-5788 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada' Tnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, i t  is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I" ht 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PATRICK CIRBUS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitl 

Index No&) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refract 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/pBrIL 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

JAN 1 1 2Q12 (914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
RONALD PEPPERDAY, 

* I.A.S. Part 30 
' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

' Index NO: 106999-02 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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. 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 558-5500 

,0003 599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., aJ., 

Defendants, 

JYCAL 

Index Nos- 
1 6999 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

& Rubber Company and Good ear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear T&e & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same &e hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/2// I1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

64 West 40th Street 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heit1erTJ.S.C. 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, it 5 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at F o F i P l r ; :  E D 
Buffalo, NY 1420 
(716)853-8100 JAN 1 1 

SO ORDERED, 

13688781.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK W. JACOB AND DOROTHY 
JACOB, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frederick W. Jacob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25630 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT 1. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LY DECKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert J. Lydecker and Ma rit Lydecker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

P I L E D  j Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ! i  MN 1 1 2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, I 
u ~ C  2 9 201 

2383-25599 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J .) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

,201 1 

Robert 3.  Lydecker and Magrit 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Kl6in%&bf DEC 2 9 2011 

1122-9738 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert J. Lydecker and Magri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ybrk 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 t J!? i 

3 . ;  
1 

F*I 

Cl.tlK’S OFFICE 
NEW YOWK SO ORDERED, 

DFC 2 92011’ 
1235-9240 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 15 157102 

NYCAL 
1 . h . S .  Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs OILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-S50 (212) 313-3600 ' 

SO OKDERED, " F I L E D  
I JAM 1 1 2012 Hon. S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT ELATES TO: NYCAL 

MILTON E. JACOBS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

1 13567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed With 

prejudice and without costs. 

-Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88243 

Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1070 10 

ROBERT LAGOE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 121% 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558k500 

F I L E D  
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

- - -  
JAN 1 ? 2012 SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h e w .  Hztler 
COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N<&e 
x 

THlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1 17983102 

JAMES A. FRETTO and JENNY L. FRETTO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, lnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 2,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York, New York lOOggtN 1 1 201* 

Attorneys,fiw Pluintfl(s) Attorneys for 
James A. Frettn and .Jenny L. Fretlo 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 



-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Q i' 
Y: SL 

Ian S, M i l l i c T  1 F 
1 

I 
264 West 40th Street 'i 1 2012 

c g w t \ I '  AEW y0RK 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 2v CLERKS OFFICE '1 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, New York 100 18 JhN 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. FRETTO AND JENNY L. FRETTO, ! 

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 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. 

, 2011 

Rob\ert DarTSX, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York .lo003 f AN 1 "" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 A A ,  I 

Hon. Sherry'klei-eitler DEC 2 9 2011 
2571-562 



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: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

, 2011 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  .. John J. Hudson 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yock 10003 \AN 1 1 pQ12 

DEC 2 9 2011 2082-10824 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary udgment 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 , Ne York 
/7/!$,7,2oi 1 

Treadwell Corporation John J. Hudson 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10,003 
(212) 509-3456 

DEC 2 9 2011 1235-7032 



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.) 

' / G 1 7 9 9  1/02 j Index No. 10700 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

,2011 

John J. Hudson 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway JAN 1 1 2012 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. a 107006/ 17982/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM AND GLORIA 
FARNHAM, 

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. 

,2011 F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gary L. Farnham and Gloria Farnham 
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 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM AND GLORIA 
FARNHAM, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j 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 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. 

,2011 
F I L E D  

FFICE 

., . 7 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gary L. Famham and Gloria Farnham 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7023 



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: 

GARY L. FARNHAM AND GLORIA 
FARNHAM, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

Gary L. Farnham and Gloria Farnham 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2 9 2011 1122-7506 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Defendants. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et al. 

I judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 07006/ 17991/02 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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, Tislman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
/?j&,T2011 

, *  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John J. Hudson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 2383-25641 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GARY L. FARNHAM and GLORIA FARNHAM, : Index 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ad., 

Defend ants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part30 

WHEFEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Xnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/z / L  7 /f/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 4 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. S h e r w i i s  



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC., gt d., 

: I n d e x N o w  0/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
r 4 h h  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 9 2011a 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Campany and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i 2 //9 / 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 6 > I '*I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 106 18 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 JAN 1 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., gt al., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
, IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs# 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN 1 1 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: <- NEW YORK 
' ( ~ U i d  1 y CLERKS OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

HARVEY FIALA I.A.S. Part 
Index No: 

1 15354/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

<."' 

Jd6$$opwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

F \ L @  
O F e  

EN" 

SO ORDERED, 1 1 2u'1 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler @y@l'( GL QB* 



ARNOLD BENEDETTO and EDNA MAE 
BENEDETTO, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, gt d., 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Xnc.'be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  is (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 1 

JAM 1 1 2!l12 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDEWD: 

\I CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DANIEL BI$OGNO I.A.S. Part 3p.) 

Index No: 07 10 
86/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88925 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience BMI, Inc. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I L E D  i . '  

JAW 1 I 2812 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Randall A. Kacer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 102/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!;3. \ -+ 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DARGER 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY - 
By:< Samuel Goldblatt, sq. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, 'te 00 

00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

1 4 2 0 g  k! E D 
JAN 0 1 2012 

w N 7 - y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

13688781 . I  



A.C. & S.,  INC., a&, 
Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Tnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Phan Alvarado 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street p l ' L  E D 
JAN 1 1 2Q12 

COUN1T CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York l\OOl$ 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry G! Heitler, J.S.C. 

- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL .- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 3 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I i Index No.: 107 102102 
I JEFFREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS, 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 

I 
I Defendant (s)  . 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Jeffrey A. Zayas and Sasan Za F I L E D ;  s 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

guard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York lbOOS JAN 1 1 ztl2 
(2 12) 509-3456 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

3246918AX 

{N0117759-1) 
DEC 2 9 2011- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

RICHARD K, GEARY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. Hopwood, Esq. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87375 

u RKS, O'NEILL, O'BIUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

1 '  
JAN 1 1 2012 



J. DEGAETANO, and as Co-Executrices for the 
Estate of JEANNE DEGAETANO, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt a. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\A \\A\\, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 

(212) 558-5500 
New (212) York, 302-2400 New York 1001 8 F I L E D  

JAN 1 ?!!I2 
COUNTY CLERKS O F R E  

NEW vom 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: < Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. DEC 2 9 2011 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

GERALD W. BURGIN, as Executor for the Estate : NYCAL 
of MERLE G. BURGIN, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff( s), 

X ____________________"------------"---------------_-----------"--- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 10722 1-02 
-against - 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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. q / p L  rn*+%/J 
Nico e M. Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 6  1 L E D 
(212) 536-3900 

JAN 1 1 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COUR'I' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

ALTON I-IAKES, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : Index No: 107400-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A,C. and S., INC'., et al., 

Defendants. 

WIIEREFOIIE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the ' 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with p j u d i c e ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon iioticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
,J 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

jf$ m * 4 0  w 
Nic le . Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY I0003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 1 0 0 2 p 3 \  L E 
(212) 536-3900 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New YorkrNY 1 0 0 2 p 3 \  L E 
(212) 536-3900 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: IO7400102 

ALTON HAKES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 lZI-3 

~ ,& I - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

, 
Chistopher W. Healy, Esd 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739785.1 

COUNTY CILERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

JOAN M. FAGAN as Executrix for JOHN J. 
FAGAN and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC., et al., 

114119-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant Yo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: & ~ r n & ~ Z Z N  
JAN 1 1 2012 

~ Q'L ew Y ork,New Y or 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Bfaaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
' DECg92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
EDWARD J. STUFANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs, 

%-/A 
k€$%l?opwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.88977 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I Index No.: 114132/02 07403/ 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
CARLISLE, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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. 

,201 1 

4 
i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. CaJfi* 1 1 21[842 
700 Broadway 
New YO& New YOrk 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

2383-255556 

{NO1 16884-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I I Index No.: 114132/ e ,1074 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
I 
I 
I CARLIS LE, I 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law' and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

4 Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R, Carlisle and Paulette S. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Oakfabco, Inc. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1237 

{NO1 16901-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I Index No.: 114132/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
CARLISLE, 

-against- 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, 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 arid 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 
/ 2 / a / , 2 0 1 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff i C A k  i 

I-’ \<< :; OFFICE 

Attorn& for Defendants F ”  

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. Cirlisle 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 

’ Jd7 1 ’ 
~ Z l p ~ N  1 ‘”( (212) 558-5500 k4c$Q ‘3 i.Iw 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4352 

2 9 2011 
{NO1 16880-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I 

I Index No.: 114132/0 107403/0 

I (Heitler, J.) 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

CARLISLE, I 

I 
I 
I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendant@) e I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LWXENBERG, P.C. 
! 

2 D i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1QOO3 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

J ~ N  1 1 2 ~ 1 2  
(212) 509-3456 

I+- ' , " , I  ; 1 y CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y0RK 

SO ORDERED, .I 1 

1122-4829 

{NO1 16882-11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I I Index No.: 1141321@ 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. I 

CARLISLE, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I Defendant(s). I 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

detendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

'i WE D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 ! ~~~2 I 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. Carlisle 

New York, New York 10003 

( " ' 4  i-~K'C'rs OFFICE 
\ , i d \  '- " 

700 Broadway e p I YrgFSiK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7066G 

DEC 2 9 2011 
(NO1 16883-1 1 



This Document Relates To: 

KENNETH H. HELLER and MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index N%-e 
9-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &QMb?r 28, 201 I 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. JAN 1 1 2012 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for DefendwUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a A m e r i c a a & @ b c .  
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



-,- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP COX 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108196/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 r2123 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2Qth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 
Hon. Sherry 

COUNTY CILERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739590.1 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., 4. : IASPart30 

________________l_______r__r____________"---------------------- X 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\\\ b \ I\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

[ L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

JAN 1 I 2012 
Dated: New York, New York COLWY CLERKIS OFFICE 

N ~ W  YQRK 

fi DEC 2 9 20111 
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 Relates to: 

DAVID WEAVER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108982/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%\'2.3 ,2011 
n 

Christopher W. Healy, Es'q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26* FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

10003 New York, New York New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w  Hnitlnr 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106739558 1 

DEC 2 9 201l8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

""_r_------_____________111________1__1_-------"----------"--- X 
HENRY CALEB BLACK and : Index Nos. 105 
MARLENE J.H. BLACK, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gtgl., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 
-------I-* "*"_.. --------____- "* _rrrr_____~l~__-_____I  I -------I x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant' to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Gaodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being nd opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L4i Y Ill 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8' 

JAN I 1 a82 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated; New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X --____l_rr__-_------------------------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X rl__l_--r-----------111__1______________---------------------"- 

JOSEPH DE MARCO and FLORENCE DE : Index No. 109339/02 
MARCO, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C. AND S . ,  INC,, a&, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IIIbd I \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Lawrence G. Lee 
BY r-&O-+ 'I 

5 h h  € & h * G  d 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 1 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 

Hon. Sherry m e i l  tle'r, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109434/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(-2A-m '2Ol1 

"%-* 

-\\ Frank Ortir, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-108738143 1 JAN 1 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106457/ 

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. 

,2011 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George A. Walker, Sr. and Phyllis L. Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-25503 



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: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 106457/02 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, 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. 

,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

1235-4608 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 106457/0 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 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 Yo , N  York &-pq 2011 

mn 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George A. Walker, Sr. and Phyllis L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Courter & Company, Inc. , 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5085 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Maurice Hourihan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109642/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ .\,-512011 

Judith A. Yavitz, 

Attorneys for Dana Compmies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12‘h FSoo 

F WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YA VITZ & BEAU, LLP “I! 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

eGL ,rQ* 
+. muN $* 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Maurice J. Houirhan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109642/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\>-\&3,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 1 16 East 27t” Stree 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CerhynTeed Corporation . 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JAN 1 1 2012 
GoUNn CL€RK’S OFF’= 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: I 1  0269/02 

PAUL KRUG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

wI-3 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521-5400 

I 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, '! 

US-ACTIVE-108739816 1 



-against- 

--------I,.----------I----" -_--------*I--- .. r__---__l_______----_ x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Plaintiffs, 

I 

Dated: New York, New York 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C. AND S., INC., a&, 
Defendants. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. . 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 11 2012 

COW I-Y CLERKS om= 
NEW YORK 

J 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN E: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

LINO BORG I.A.S. Part 30, (HeJer, 
Index No: 126810/0 & & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and' there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

fd. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NFJLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

,88927 - 

a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

WELSIE WALDRON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 1031 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(11'2.3 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
12 12) 558-5500 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  i 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739298.1 

COUN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

LINDA L. DAY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD J. DAY SR. and LINDA L. DAY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

. Defendants. 

X . ,  ................................................................ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f k a  AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 hdanasquan, New Jer 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 5 

CULJN I Y cLr'rws QFFICE 
NEW YOHK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106808/02, 0 10524/ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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. 

,2011 

F I L E D  
4 '  

JAN 1 1 2012 

Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Valone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j 1,A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 106808/02, e 1052 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! 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 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-defendarits, all cIaims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 I 

4 F I L E D  
i ;  

' :  
i 
i 

Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Va& 
WEITZ 22 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

' NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaint 
Thomas H. Valone and Louise M, Valone 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ywk 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Cr:l i: (y CLERKS OFFICE I 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25536 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _--_------_--1-"___________l_l_r________--"------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNos 0 10524 
X ------1-1--________1_lrrr__________l____--------_----------~-- 

THOMAS H. VALONE and 
LOUISE M. VALONE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.&S.,INC.,gt&, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

IAS Part30 
Defendants. 

x _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IL I L I  1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

F" I L E D i 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
JAN 1 1 2812 

B~~~ y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW \CORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OEC2 92011 



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 

/ Index No.: 107003/02, 10714/0 

j (Heitler, J.) 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK W. JACOB AND DOROTHY 
JACOB, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S.,'INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 Yor , New York 
/<12+011 

-. 

Frederick W. Jacob and Doroth Jacob 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York io003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.c ? F k E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25630 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

: IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

~~~ 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

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 Yo , Ne York +# 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Tine and Frances Tine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JAN 1 1, ?Bl2 (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

. .. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106508/02, Q 077 

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 

1 without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N e  York 
J q/i!+T, 2011 

Attorney for Defend 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaint 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JAN 1 1 20\% 

C ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLERK'S OFFICg 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4787 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
[ Index No.: 106508/02, 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan 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. 

'2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JAN 1 1 2052 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 1 ,  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRJZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 10776-02 

Faro P. Vitale 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\a- \ y  ? 2011 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sheky K( H a r  

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 110776/02 

FARO VITALE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\*\"L3 '20'' 

% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAM 1 1 2512 

C ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLERKC3 
NEW YORK US-ACTIVE-106738520 1 



II CA 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR., Index No.: 110790/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ILe-bw 277 201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

r u  P 0 )-I, 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 12511901v.l 



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: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106508/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
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 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. 

,2011 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

(212) 509-3456 

COUN w CIERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1235-4784 



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.: 106508/0 0790/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION v THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! 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 Yor Ne York 
1 .+&?), 201 1 

Roland E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 0 i ' >  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
~ol;p~rf CLFIIK'S OFFICE 

NEW KIRK 

DEc 2 9 201t 1122-5261 



From: FAXmaker To: Keith M Page: 4/5 Date: 12/27/2011 9:11:54 AM 

This Document Relales To: I d e x  NO.: 1065'08-02 

ROLAND E. LA DTEU and ,TEANNE LA DIEU, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-agauis t- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., JUDGMENT MOTION AM) 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

WI3XEFORE, defendant, TRANE US lNC., fWa AMHlUCAN S'l"ANDARJ3, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cfaims and cross claims against defendant 

T M N E  US WC., W a  AMERICAN STANDARD, MC., be mid the stunt: are hereby disrrrissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

J z&- 2% /Ar Y 

Matthew Machtyre, Esq. d Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attonieys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Dcfendant 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE 

NEW YORK 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From FAXmaker To: Keith M Page: 515 Date: 12/27/2011 9:11:54 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF TJXE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Documeiit Relates To: Index No.: 1065 
I #A#&+ 

ROLAND E. LA D E U  and JEANNE LA DIEU, W 

Plain tiff@), 

-a gains t- 

NO OFPQSXTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0m.m A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

W E R E F O M ,  defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pprsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, arid there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are here disihissed with prejudice and withatit costs. 

Dated: @ @ m k f ~ ~ ,  20 
New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg . r \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

CQ"->(N I "-" ,+j YOBK Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
)- INGERSOLL-RGND COMPANY p4 L 

Mmasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

bkC 2 9 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


-against- 

A.C. & $., INC., ad., 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IAS Part30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/-P_/c7 d4f 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 F I L E D  1 

i (212) 302-2400 i f  
I JAM 1 1 2B12 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 
- COUN'ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110848/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%I23 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

JAN 1 1 2QI2 SO ORDERED, I f  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler !' 

c 

US-ACTIVE-1 (18739370.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 110859/02 

Leonard P. Pomposello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t Of 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12*Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
PATRICK CIRBUS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAlRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f M a  Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. flWa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with' prejudice and without 

costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. WWa Adience,Inc, 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York I0523 
(914) 345-7301 JAN 1 1 nI1 



JYCAL 

RAYMOND JABLONSKI (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 1 18344/03 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt d., 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/2// 7 f 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

' y$, 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

'264 West 40th Street 
New York. New York 1001 8 

'F 1 L E D 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ! 

Dated: New York, New York n a- 
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 Relates to: 

RONALDPEPPERDAY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1343/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~/~ 
\2\%3 '2011 

Chrt pher W. Healy, Es 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New Yark, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 0 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  j I 

JAN 1 1 2012 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739743.1 

COUN-rY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD PEPPERDAY, 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
I.A.S. Part30 

: Index NO: 11 1343-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.F++ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(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: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 2561/0 , 105713/02 0 
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. 

,201 1 

Attorney foydefendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
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 

Frances Ryndak and 

\AN 1 1 2012 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 !:, 

SO ORDERED, / 
K@$eitler 

2383-25544 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
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 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 Y k,N York 
/+?,T,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs $ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOO@ 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JAN 1 1 xfl12 

muN’;$ yoRK 
E R ~ ~  OFF\CE 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7178 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I . A S  Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo., 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

,Cr- 

@05713102 

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 $ 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. 

,2011 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frances Ryndak and Stanley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

PdFL E P 
JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG& 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
.<I", 

1122-7674 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD H. HABERER (Dec.), 

Plaint i ff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC.,&d. ,  
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h /12 h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 $ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 : ,  F I L E D  +f 

JAN 1 1 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

-- COUN 1 'r' C;L ERK S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: . 
NEW YORK 

QEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

EMMA ROKITKA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS ROKITKA, and EMMA ROKITKA, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 112711/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-V.- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., including MORSE DIESEL, 
INC., 

Defendants. 
I ^  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Morse Diesel, Inc., 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 4 

4 

F I L E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 JAM 1 5 :!!!I? 7 

(212) 558-5500 
COUNTY CL€RtK'S OFF= 

DEC 2 9 20t11NEWyw 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



FRANK ROKI'TKA and EMMA ROKITKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC., ad., 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyew 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubbcr Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and 'he  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne ork, New York 
I /  by,! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

: hA '1 ' I /+  d o -  q 4 , [d&& 
L/ JLnni&tr T. Childs 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 

I a New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

*Em I 20f2 
Dated: New York, New York 

r.sc 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORBER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKSy INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

121221 1i 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway . Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

2 Rector Street, 14th Flo 
i 
I 

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: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 10657W02, 12736/ L - 9  
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. 

,2011 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carl Cucco, Jr. and Gaetan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-25546 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106578/0 

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 cb-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 ork 
/ / ~ 2 ~ 2 . ? ~ 0 1 1  

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 A 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Carl Cucco, Jr. and Gaeta 

\bh\ 1 B ?M2 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 OFFlCE 

itler 

CEC 2 9 2011 1235-8002 



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: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. AND GAETANA CUCCO, 
i Index No.: 106578/02, 

P1 aint i ffs , / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 Yo , Ne York 
g 2 / , h 7 / T , 2 0 1 1  

Courter & CoVmpany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carl Cucco, Jr. and Gaetana Cucco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8499 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

RICHARD K. GEARY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87375 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD W. BURGIN, as Executor for the Estate : NYCAL 
of MERLE G. BURGIN, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff( s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 1 13 144-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

Defendants. 
X "___lr___r_r_--____--------------------------------------~--~---- 

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. 

4 

/ 

N i d h V l  
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANECO. 1 L E D 
599 Lexington Avenu 
New York, NY 10022-60%~ 1 1 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-3900 - .  

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
hE&BRUNSVdCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WILTSEYS MILL FD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, nW 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 13267 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY W. TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thl 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff2 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Amy L. Trimm, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Harry W. Trimm, and Linda Trimm, Individually 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
[ohler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

t 
F 

JAN 1 1 2812 

- -  

NEW llllHllHRIIllllllllllllllI11llllllllIllllllllIllllll - -. -. . . 

BX-TOKEN-27 



' I  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A. C, & S. INC., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

X --I____-------------_________________LI_---------"----"-"------ 

WHEEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway D .  i 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2812 New York, New York 100 18 

C.vUp.J7 y CLERK'S O F H E  
Dated: New York, New York N&W VORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: index No: 113277/02 

WILLIAM BERTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r. 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.' 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

10003 New York, New 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 

JAN 1 1 2812 
COUNTY Cl-ERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739725.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X r__r____________________I_______________---------------------_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION e X ------_--_---___rr___f__________________---------------------~- 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the Estate : Index No 1132 
of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs ) : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.C. AND S., INC., gt &, 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Irl2tl I \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street F I L E D  , I  New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 

JAN 1 1 2812 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

i Y ct m K S  OFFICE 
NLvV YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kleih H e x r ,  J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 19783/02 = 1 132 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, ldfh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(21 2) 558-550  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROGER BALDUCCI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NIEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P,C, 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMT 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsfard, New York 10523 F I L E D  
(914) 345-7301 3 

ile No.: 473.8261 8 JAN 1 1 2012 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CHARLES J. MAHFOUD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 0 1 1327910 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/- 
" *,"-"-+- 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - 

No.: 473.88962 

-c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

THADDEUS KOZLOWSRI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120 0 327910 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, ' 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

&. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NFJLL, O'BRXEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience Vk/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mi11 River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 7 -  

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.889% 

2 9 2011 



CHARLES MAHFOUD and JUNE MAHFOUD, . NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- . Index No,: 1 13279-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. . ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 13 dJ$dl/ 

U f Z  

2) 558-5500 

ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 
(2 1 

so 

Att neys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
C d NECO. 

YAN 1 1 2012 New York; NY 10022-603 
(212) 536-3900 

C(yJN1Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

EC 2 9 2011, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, . NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- . Index No.: 113279-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. . ORDER 

X f"____-----______---___rl_l_____________-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: /z 38- I/ 

700 Broadway NE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI, : NYCAL 
: LAS. Part30 

Plaintiff( s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No: 1 13280-02 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING SUPPLY), 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. 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Awn 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 1 0 0 2 5 0 &  

5 3 6-3 900 , *  

OFF\* 
SO ORDERED, CLERKS 

@NT& YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 02-1 13280 
JAMES J. SEBASTIANI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMIMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

> -*:+..* 

Weitz & Luxenberg \\" Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
c 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. RALPHCOLON, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

(Hon. Sherry Klei Heitler) 

Index No: 1 13566-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFOREy defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: l z / l b  /,I 

WE~?Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AngelaviGiglio, Ea 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

MILTON E. JACOBS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107005/02 & 
127310/02 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

GUY MARKS and PAULETTE MARKS, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X __11-___-_-1-_____-____r________________---------------------"--- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 1 13932-02 
"against- , 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE e, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

-)tJI$Ad 
Alford Kneis, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 FbLED 599 Lexington Aven 

.-- ---Mew York, NY 1002 - 0 
(212) 536-3900 

JAN 1 1 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS W+GIF 
NEW YORK 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yofl,gTqYork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber <-\ Goodyear C9,ada Ip. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1-00 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

JAN f 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____________-__________r_l____l______l__~~~~---~--~-------- - - - -  X 
lN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 

_ _ _ - _ _ - r _ _ _ c _ " " - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - ~ ~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~  X 
JOHN R. CARR and SAMUEL J. CARR, as Co- 
Personal Representatives for the Estate of JOSEPH : 
E. CARR, 

: NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No. 114016/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., 4. IASPart30 

----I" ___r-__--__--_---_--l____f______l_____ I ---- - ------I - *---- x 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada lnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEFED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or , New York +,),, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

L E D .  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 

JAN 1 d 2012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

~ 3 i J i d  ['I CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDEFED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF l*HE S'fATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALTON HAKES, 

I-' 1 ai n t i ff( s ) , 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 114072-02 

* NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO, bc, and thc s m e  arc: hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I,LJXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP 
Altorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(3171 5-36 -3900 

700 Broad way CRANE CO. 
New Yol-h, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
I-Ion. Sherry Klein i-leitler 

/Benjai$id Darclie, Esq. 

700 Broad way 
. .  

C R A N ~  CO. 

SO ORDERED, co HE* 
I-Ion. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 114072/02 

ALTON HAKES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

12011 @/# \%\a3 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 1 2012 

COU[\ITY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-108739775.1 



I '  a r  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

EDWARD J. STUFANO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

%/A" 
e o p w o o d ,  Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEJLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88977 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

JOAN M. FAGAN as Executrix for JOHN J. 
FAGAN and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, 

Index No: .e 
Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AX.  & S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDAm, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 'to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing pIaintiff s complaint agaiiist defendants, TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &@beiy 31 1 f i  o ' m  ! 2012 

C W N  1 Y CL.ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flkla American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg r B k t e n  & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC~92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
CARLISLE, I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I -against- 

A.C. & S., INC, et al., 

I Defendant (s) - I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ Z ~ Z ~ O l I  

U Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R, Carlisle and 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2572-1237 

{NO1 1690 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S .  
CARLIS LE, I 

I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against - I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 

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, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 1 2812 9 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. Carlisle , I \ *  8 3i (;l-iLkM’S OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway ~!F.w V O W  
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7066G 
DEC 2 9 2011 

{NO1 16883-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
CARLISLE, I 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index N e  07403/02 
I 
I 

1 NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1bOO; JAN 1 1 2012 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 
k;'-y,; ji;, y CLERK'S OFFICE 

.I , SO ORDERED, 

1122-4829 

{NO1 16882-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I Index No 14132/ 07403/02 0 I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S. 
CARLISLE, I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I Defendant(s). 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, 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, N w York 
/ 2 / a / , 2 0 1 1  

4 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff d QY$ 1 

Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. Carlidk 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

12354352 

DEC 2 9 2011 
{NOI 16880-I} 



4 

I plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I being no opposition thereto, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

GLENN R. CARLISLE AND PAULETTE S, 
CARLIS LE, I 

I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

I defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation hereby requests summary 

~ 

prejudice and without costs. I 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

I {NO1 16884-1) 

,201 1 

W A % L d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

4 
i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Glenn R. Carlisle and Paulette S. C$A@ 1 1 2092 3 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ~ U F \ I T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MEW YORK 

2383-2555% 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

JOAN M. RYBACKI, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. RYBACKI, and JOAN A. 
RYBACKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 106706-02 m 14857-02 

NO OPPOSITION S U M M Y  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD7 INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC.,' f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN ! 3 ?8'!? 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD STERNER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

Index No: 114859/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\%I33 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

I 

CKstopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739440.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

This Document Relates To: 

DONALD L. STERNER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint, against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: WQrnbtr %all 

Keith M, O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg * 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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.: 106706/0 e 11487 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

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. 

,2011 

I d L l U l l l v r  I x. “ V I I V b L  

Attnrney f o p e  
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & 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 

SO ORDERED 

1122-9650 



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: 

MICHELE PJZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106706/0 
[ 

of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-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 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. 

,2011 

John W, Mahnken 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 l!'t':'~ 
(2 12) 509-3456 c;.EBKs omcE 

r;t;'3t4 '  NE^ YQBk 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-9152 



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 No.: 106706/02 14&70/ 
! 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

0 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., 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 32 12, dismissing ,plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne Yor , N e  York 
7 4 4 2 0 1 1  

, 

lL4/KmL 
Aicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

John W. Mahnken 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. JAN 1 1 2% 
Ty CIETIK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10811 



I Fi 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
I COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 106706/0 0 , 1 148 

! (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al. 

Defendants. j I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above.entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

John W. Mahnken 
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 

1 ?b% 

(-Jwl kEd VORK 

(212) 509-3456 

I$ O F W E  
" jF4F9 

\I CLE-BK 
SO ORDERED, ?Q 11 

2383-25635 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ~, 

Index No.: 106706/0 

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 Yo , N e  York pp1, 2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Sam R, Mogavero and Betty Mogavero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10093 I 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 JAN 1 1 ?,$I? 
ou,\i I y C\_LRKS ~ F F G e  

2 9 20 17 NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

1235-91 65 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN F E  NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106706/0 

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 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there be'ing 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. 

,201 1 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3454 

Sam R. Mogavero and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

2383-25635 



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,: 106706/0 e , 11487 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO AND BETTY 
MOGAVERO, 

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. I 
,2011 I 

Sam R. Mogavero and Betty Mogavero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 6  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

JAN 1 1] 2012 
T. 
1 COUrJ 1 y CLEM’S OFFICE, 

NEW YoRK 
SO ORDERED, 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC 2 9 2011 1122-7663 



SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 W d ~ l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway ' 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yo& 1001 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 I 

JAN 1 H roa3 
Dated: 1 

SO ORDERED: d-m 
Hon. Sherry Klein 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 14999/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. FREDERICK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,493  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 2012 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 



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: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ and IRENE G. KRENTZ, 

X __-_--______--l---r__________l___lr__l__-----------"------"--"--- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 115012-02 
Plaintiff(s) 

I -against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEmFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: I Z-/ 2q 1 I \  MzTrlT York ' ~ ' ' ~ ~  ~~ ilpr - 
ichael Fanelli, sq. , Kozin, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

.-- 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
c-y+Rw omm 

couNl;E+w 
DEC 2 9 2011 
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Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No: 15 157 & 107004/02 0 
NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant E'UL'fON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-_ _ - - - I  _I I---- 

' q. fit ,h ~ ~ I K I (  
Attorney for Plaintiffs WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

(212) 5 5 8 - S S O  (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
* JAN 1 1 2012 Hon. S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 107004/0 0 , 115157 

/ (Heitler, J.) 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 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. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert J, Lydecker and M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I ‘  
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 )  
\ I  

‘ I  JAN 1 I “12 (21 2) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

wUP4-i ’%‘ CILELRKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 1 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25599 



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: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

\ Index No.: 

\ 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 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 Yor , New York 
& 7 & 4 2 0 1 1  

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert 1. Lydecker and Magrit 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 "3 

1122-9738 



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 No.: 107004/0 , 1 5 157/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKEK, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i 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 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. 

,201 1 

rney for Defendant 
TreadweIl Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Robert J. Lydecker and Magrit Lydecker 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 

9 
I 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-9240 



CAL 

: Index Nos. 107007/02 e CONRAD FROMM and MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC., ad., 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goadyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I ? / /? / / r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 JAN 1 1, ?!I482 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

HARVEY FIALA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10700 & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 9Q.uww ,201 1 
A ' *  

H f l p w o o d ,  Esq. 
MARKS, O'NFJLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



, 
-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC.,@&, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, ana there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costsr 

Dated; New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: &7 
& Z F *  K. 

700 Broadway ------- 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., && 

NYCAL 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Ine. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs; complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Irk. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
1 4 9  h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

DEC 2 9 Z O H J  



Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER "against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no apposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  1 (212) 302-2400 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TTSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on,NewYork 11 

,j\c's OFF\= 
COUNIY CFv0BK 

NEiN 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN,DMST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W I S E Y ' S  MILL RD 
SUITE M2 
HAtvMMON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH CESTARE as Executor for the Estate of 
AGNES CESTARE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-116052 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
'\)emw \5,aoll 

\ 1, ?.N 
rDC(lI; O F F m  

PHAN A L V A R A Q ~ ~  L'-L,&~ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG%! HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Phi nt iff (s) , 
Ralph Cestare as Executor for the Estate of 
Agnes Cestare 
700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 100 

SO ORDERED: 



X../cases/I~BW45j52/Icgal/NOSJM December 201 1 

SIliPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RALPH CONTE, 

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 

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
\ k - \ - \ q  

-. -._-.I----LI. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
RALPH A, CONTE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BNEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88214 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

j: 7 r  
9 . JAN 1 1 lola ' 

G O U ~ ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFiCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106708/ 

ASBESTOS L1'1'IGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC7 et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 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, 

ORDEED,  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 , N e  York 
/ q 2 q Y , 2 0 1 1  F I L E D  

rney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ralph A. Conte and Diane Conte 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Y 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K~$I Heitler 

1235-8482 



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: 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 
i Index No.: 10670&/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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. 

, 2011 

Ralph A. Conte and Diane 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 4 

New York,New York 10003 JAN f 1 2012 i 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
30UN KY CLERKS OhFIGE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

otc 2 9 2011r 1122-8979 



SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHAlRD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and 
SHXRLEY G. CHIMERA, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

XndexNo.: 10670 - @ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A,C. and S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

* ,  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

D 
&lanasquan, New J 873 6 
(732) 528-8888 

i 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD CHIMERA 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 116076102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%\25 2011 

-- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 . . 

(21 2) 521 &400 
A /  

- _- 

F I L E D . ,  
SO ORDERED, JAN 1 f 2012 

CQUN f Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 08739668.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 1235-8474 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 

(Hei tler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

. I  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant u 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEFED, 



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 Index No.: 106708/02 

i (Heitler, I.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KAKL H. BKKY'l 'EU, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

) 201 1 

Nice-le Wesselmann, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. , 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Karl H. Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 2082-30800 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
- -  - 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, I.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 
\ Index No.: 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 crass claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Karl H. Becksted 

700 Broadway 
New York, New \)ork!l0003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p. 

(212) 509-3456 JAN 1 F 2012 
X w ' r Y  CI-ERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

2 9 20311 11 22-8971 



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.: 106708/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC,, et al. I 
Defendants. I 

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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and. the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and I 

.>> 

i 
, *  

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
/ z 5 / 2 < 2 ~ 2 0 1 1  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

k 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Karl H, Becksted 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 2383-25634 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

MILTON E. JACOBS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

1273 10/02 & 
107005/02 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, -Hopwood, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road 
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88243 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 117571/02 

Richard Burton NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ L \ b 3  ,2011 

n 

-a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10016 
JAN 1 1 ?.oI2 (212) 452-5300 L 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Burton 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117571/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b h 3  ' 201 1 

? \  

2: 
Judith A, a d z ,  E ./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER %RRAhJkAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Certain d Corporation 
700 Broadway 1 16 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10016 

(2 12) 452-5300 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ad., 

Defendants. 

IYCA 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ a / [?  / I /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

F I L E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 
Hon. S h e b  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM AND GLORIA 
FARNHAM, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107006/0 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 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. 

I 

D 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gary L. Farnham and Gloria Farnham 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107006/0 17982/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM AND GLORIA 
FARNHAM, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendarits. 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. 

D 

I .  "8 4 

Treadwell, Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gary L. Farnham and Gloria F 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7023 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GARY L. FARNNAM AND GLORIA 
FARNETAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107006/0 

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: New Yo , Ne York 
/+91,2011 

ktorney fo$befendant - 

Courter & ompany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gary L. Farnham and Gloria Farnham 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 1122-7506 



JAMES A. FRETTO and JENNY L. FRETTO, : Index No. 107 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

al., 
: IAS Part 30 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

X _"_l""r_ll__r_r___r_--------------------------------~-"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

<e /y:5L 
LED 

y: --4*&:-- 

Ian S. M i l l i c T  

!<? \ \ 8JQ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 $\,\ \ y  c L ~ ~ ~ ~ s  
6wJ N.IE\N YORK 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 1b 

i 

OFFICE \ New York, New York 10003 

Dated: New York, New York 

DEC z 92011 SO ORDERED: 
Hon. S h w K l e i n  Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES A. FRE'ITO and JENNY L. FKETTO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

.- 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 
I above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 10700 & 

complaint against def'endant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,December 2,201 1 

77 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

  WE IT^ LUXENBERG, PC. . Ir MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys ~ for Plaintiff(s) 
James A .  Fretto and Jenny L. Frello 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Befenda 
Morse Diesel, h c .  

New York, New York lOOJ/$M 1 1 tbI2 

coUNTyNEw yoRK 

E I L E D  
CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. FRETTO AND JENNY L. FRETTO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I 6~ 

", hh 'it' Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, *,,,a. 

EQ 4 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James A. Fretto and Jenny 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 \ IQ" 



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. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107006/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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 5 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N York yp,?, 2011 

MCGIVNEY & K~uGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway JAN 1 1 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 (212) 509-3456 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YoRK .I* 

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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107006/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice ’ in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, . ,  

OKDERED, 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. 

,201 1 

readwell Corporation John J. Hudson 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  

(21 2) 509-3456 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 107006/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ 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 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, Tislman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGJVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. . 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John J. Hudson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

DEC 2 9 2011 2383-25641 



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 

[ Index No.: 107006/0 0 117991/ 

! (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

7 2011 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John J. Hudson 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway $mq 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 16003 JAN 1 lwQj-- 

2082-10824 DEC 2 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
IHeitler. J.) 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: I I7995102 

ROBERT LAGOE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 

, .7*$ -- *b" , 1 y+. *;" 1,1' ' , *i ?: 

Frank Ohiz, Esq. -y -"& 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PeC?**v)h 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f 
Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'" FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
F'I L E D i 

JAN 1 B 2012 

US-ACTIVE-108739824.1 

c;OuN'rY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertso New York 

k FRANK ORTTZ 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ 1 2M2 

cou NE\NYoRK , Y '  

on, New York 11507 JAN 
94-5433 plTy CLERKS 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

, ,  Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
* e .  , Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Weitz & Luxenberg )* b ?* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 1 I 2012 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

c X X > , d  I ',' CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AX.  and S. INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 
X _--__---------__c_r_--------------------**-------------_----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US NC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, WC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/kfa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be qnd the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 

Il(lgu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: - 
Samuel M. Meikwitz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 8 

JAM 1 1 2012 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

n I 



S U P E M E  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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 106695/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3454 

DEC 2 92011 
2571-1218 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , , Ne York /xq!q?, 2011 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106695/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

3 

fiicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

w 

Federico Focella and Josephine Focella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



S U P E M E  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.: 106695/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHNE 
FOCELLA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i 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, dismissin,g 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 , N w York 
/6+2!L2011 

rney for Defendant 
readwell Corporation 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Federico Focella and Josep 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
JAN I I 2012 

NEW YORK 

w York, New York 10003 
1-y CLERK'S O F F ~ C ~  --"._--" " " 

(212) 509-3456 

, .I , 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-4595 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 106695/02 0 1 189781 

! (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 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 Yor , Ne York /,&/, 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Federico Focella and Josephine Focella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - -  .. 
Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

1122-5072 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA AND JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106695/02, 

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 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-defendmts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
\ 

Dated: N w Y rk, w York 
,2011 

F I L E D  1 '  

JAN 1 1 
\ f  

i 
FFICE 

w 
k 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Federico Focella and Josephine Focella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KJJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25594 



CLB55 194/1egal/nosJm/Decernber 201 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__--_________1111"___---------~----1------_-_~"~~--_--~--------"--- X 
ERIC E. DREIMILLER, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Index No.: 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and tliere being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

4 1  
4 1  SO ORDERED, JAN 1 3 2012 1 '  

C,XIUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 9 2011 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106695/02, 18980/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., 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, 

,2011 i 
JAN 1 1 2012 

\ 

@-- 
Ro ert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Eric E. Dreimiller and Kay Dreimiller . 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

12 12) 509-3456 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 

J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E, DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106695/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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 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 dismiss 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
/<F2f, 201 1 

ishman Liquidating Corp. 7 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

J&N t 1 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eric E. Dreimiller and Kay Dreimiller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DES: 2 9 2011 
2383-25594 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 10669Y02, 1 980/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
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 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. 

.Treadwell Corporation Eric E. Dreimiller and Ka r 'm' ler 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700Broadway \ 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ&h.JXENBERG,P.$ '1 b E 
New York, New Ydrk 10003 JAN 1 1 2olz 

1235-4590 



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 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106695/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER AND KAY 
DREIMILLER, 

1 1 980/ 0 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- , I 
, , 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eric E. Dreirniller and Kay 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway D MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

_, ,PJJU~.J 1 CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1322-5067 OEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

DANIEL BISOGNO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No@ & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request 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 Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and ,-. without costs. 

/- 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsfard, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

E D  SO ORDERED, 

JAN 1 1 2012 



: IndexNo. 10 * DANIEL BISOGNO and JUDITH BISOGNO, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., & al., 
Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

-----_---* *....* ..r..~-___________--~ "" _______-__- -.. - _ _ _ _ _ 4  ".-----x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Jnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: , ' 

ORDERED, that upoli notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: ,!L 1, ' L  'bL d d'* ' y&&, 
Phan Alvarado Jennker T. Childs 

700 Broadway 264 West 40'" Street p'IbL E D 
JAN 1 1 2012 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1:OOlS 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 

NEW YORK 

20 It 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFOICE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a d  cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, 'be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY n 

By: N 

Samuel Goldblatt&q. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, 

1420 
00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kellq Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 

P (212) 558-5500 

JAN 1 8 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ _ _ _ _ ~  

This Document Relates to: 

Randall A. Kacer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19 102102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\k\b3 7 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,'& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

I 1  
Judith A. w i t z ,  Esq.lCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANT 
Attorneys for Certai 
116 East 27'h Street, 
New York, NY 100 1 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 452-5300 

F I L E D  

NEW YORK 

f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ~ 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROGER BALDUCCI I.A.S. Part 30, H Mer, J.) 

IndexNo: Id$&& 77/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 4 

F I L E D  I' 

M i l e  No.: 473.8261 8 l)EC JAM ~~~ 1 1 2012 

C W N  1-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Weitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant E'ULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hercby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

S( 1 0 R Y  1R I: 13. 

AttorMs for FLU TOY BOILER WORKS 
Barry Mc'Tieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 13'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

I L E  Dl\!  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY : NYCAL 
X ----_____Ic_l_l_--_________l_________lr_-----~~---------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __--_____~__"~_~r-___________lr_____l___~-- - -~~~~-- - - - - - - -~~-- -  

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the Estate : Index No. 1 13 
of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., TNC.,gt&, 
Defendants. 

r_--______l_____--_________ll_r_____l__l----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defeiidaiits, all claiiiis and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Hll3\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

5 L , h  €" @sthwckL 

F I L E D  700 By:: Broadway 264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 

J;Vgi 1 1 'E212 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

J-1 \i ':I ':f IKS OFFICE 2 ymyp p ( i u t v  QCjRK 
Dated: New York, New York 

- 
SO ORDERED: / 

Hon. Sherry Klei; HeNer, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM BERTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1981 0/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

m b 3  ,2011 

,i * ". ;; 
* *  

E'  

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 0673971 3.1 



JAMES J. SEBASTIANI, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff( s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No: 12008 1-02 

A.C. AND S . ,  INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTTNG SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

&Nt4)& Kozin, Esq. 

ED WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defen 

599 Lexington'Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

"' 'a2: 

4k 1 1 1 2012 
RES 0- (212) 536-3900 (p;N?Y C1-E 

@E.W 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X _____rr_l_--_----_-_____________________---------------"---------_ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, . NYCAL 

X -------------------____111111_1_________------"------------------- 

. I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaintiff(s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- . Index No.: 120902-02 

A.C. and S., NC. ,  et al., . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. . ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being tic) 

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: ;28* // 
NevsYork. New York 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Aven 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

THADDEUS KOZLOWSKI 

1 13279/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ection 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/I- - 
&6.k& Hopwood, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

CHARLES J. MAHFOUD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, I_ 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88962 
(914) 345-7301 

)AN \ 2Q12 
CL.FiKS OF la=* 

cOuN7yN,,, VORK d" 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES JOHNSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121477102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 \4%3 

**.."% - 
%~ \ >  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

CQl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 123 166/02 

ROBERT DOYLE, NO OPPOSITION 
PlaintifQ), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION - against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTTNG & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, l’NC,, 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-McLaip be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Id- 49 ,2011 
NewYork. New Yort 

Attorneys for Plaintiff i 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain JAN 1 1 29012 

(2 12) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 l ~ o u r \ r r v  
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

JACK NIELSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

101958-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 
I 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  Us' '-INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Q&yrnhT 26 201 I 
~ New York, New York ~ 

1 ,  
I A** 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M.O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, fJWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

DEc292011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 4441- 
X G THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE SILBERT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc,, (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
! Z \ S (  ,2011 

John 4 h@m%nd, Esq. 
WEX- & L€JXENBERG;PC. 
Attorneys fur Pluint#(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & B DLE-Y,-LLC 
Attorneys for &dml 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York. New York 1003 8 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

LYNN F. PARIS1 as the Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHANNES DEVALK, 

Plaintiff(@, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 124444-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, TNC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC,, fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with . 7 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nc&?h?,r*,2DlZ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F l L E D  

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. NEW YORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



1 -  
I 

HOAGLAND, LOW0 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WlLTSEYS MILL RD 

HAMMONTW, NJ 
SUITE 202 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

NICHOLAS ESPOSITO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MARIO ESPOSITO 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 02-124444 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff! 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

jefendant, Kohler co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost: 

DATED: New York, New York 
bemnb.uf \51&\\ 

# P AN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Utorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Nicholas Esposito, as Executrix for the Estati 
of Mario Esposito 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
4- 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN MURRAY and SHARON MUIRRAY, 

Plaintiff@), 

-againat- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index NO: 125213-02 

*.A 2 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I -#  

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., W a  AMERICAN 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US TNC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. OyConnor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Tnc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 0" Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPFtEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  : I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J,) 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

JAMES B. MIMS AND BARBARA L. MIMS, 

Index No.: 125551/02 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A.W.CHESTERT0N CO., et al,, 

9 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests swnmary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Pecora Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Carol Tempesta 

Attorneys far Defendants 
Pecora Corporation 
80 Braad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EARLY & STRAUSS, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017* sh\\ 1 ' 

12) 986-2233 

Hon. She 539-0019 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0073816-1) 



This Document Relates To: Index No.: 125907102 

ARLENE RUSH, as the Executrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE 
RUSH, as the Executrix for the Estate of GRACE 
L. SWANSON, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I 

-against- ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fkfa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

c 2 9 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RALPH COLON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

* Index No: 126 1 86-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEFtEFORE, 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. 

: , Richmond, Esq. 
WITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. p+it-b E D 
599 Lexington Avenu 

, New York,,NY 10022-6030 
900 JAN 1 1 2U12 

COUNTY CLERKS Uk-tFE. 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

SAMUEL OSBORNE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: D P ,  U b - n ~ C  \ w  ,2011 

-Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BNEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89249 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 
-c 

Hon. Sh&y Kl$n Heitler 1 "\ 

O K  2 9 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

against - 
A.C. & S, Inc.: et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 103 872/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. 
defendant E'ULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, .-_._ 

Hon. 

._I-C_ 

b'ORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York. New Yurk 10006 1 

(212) 313-3600 

JAN 3 I 2112 7 ~ 

i t  

-.. , 

@JkJNTY CLERK'S OmCE ' 
HEW YORK 

, .,' 4 



. , .  

?:El3 W45828&@&&W 201.2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

' Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 103872/U3 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests sunnary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L,aw and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be mid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, D \ 9  3 

4 JAN 1 I 251% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -____"_1~_____-_-______l_lllrr_______ll_~---------~-------~---- 

GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative : Index 
for the Estate of LUISA ROTOLO, and 
GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate SALVATORE ROTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company. and Goodyear 

Canada Tnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Dated: New York, New York 

! \ I  ZLh! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaiiltiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

T L k  6 P&mchJ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 JAN 1 1 2012 (2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

COUNT"( (,\ CDKC's OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York NEW WRK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate of LUISA ROTOLO, and as Personal : NYCAL 
Representative for the Estate of SALVATORE : I.A.S. Part 30 
ROTOLO, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

x ................................................................. 

Plaintiff($), : Index No: 126682-02 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

.I. ' 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1 O02&&&.& \, 1,; i. W S  OFFICE 

\ \ I ~ " V  YORK 7 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

LUISA ROTOLO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89258 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK PORTA and ROSE PORTA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ z  pr ,2011 

n 

Johflchmond, Esq. 
WEWZ & LUXEWBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr Pluintifl(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ (212) 558-5500 

MALABY ADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, > +  



Plaintiff(s), 

- against I 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104029/03 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON ROI1,ER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

I 
Atto~&ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 fl , A I  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL KRUG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126791/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

LINO BORG I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No:- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

fd. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



J 

: IndexNo. 11 (f&i%J2 LINO BORG and MARY BORG, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., gt &, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEWFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

C,PLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, . 

700 Broadway D 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 JAN 1 1 2012 

Dated: New York, New York COUNI'Y CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

so OR1 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US MC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I a>,.- 
%.. \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg \& 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I F I L E D  

Keith M. O'Connor, @@JNTY CLERKs OFflCE 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC NEW YORK 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 bfanasquan, New Jersey 08736 
l ( 7 3 2 )  528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sheq'  K: Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT ELATES TO: 

GERALD F. KELTY 
NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORl2, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without casts. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . 5 4  MARKS, O~NEILL,O~BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89230 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

ANDREW KING 
Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frar&?6f izEsqw - 
WEITZ & L U X E N B E R G ~  K 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) WI 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, F I L E D  4 

JAN 1 1 2012 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwer BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89232 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROBERT J. BLASO I.A.S. Part 3m) 

Index No: 2693 
105626//03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/ 

J. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Xnc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 
, File No.: 473.891 16 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION X.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J, )  
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 127007-02 

JOSEPH V. SIGNORELLI AND MARY SIGNORELLI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MAMBY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaint@, 
Joseph V. Signorelli 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendanl 

150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 100 

Morse Diesel, h c .  I L E D  
jkN 1 1 ?JV (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

MILTON E. JACOBS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

s7/"-. 
-Hopwood; Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88243 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



BILLIE SELF and CYNTHIA L. SELF, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 
Index No.: 127409102 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: ~ Frank Ortiz, Es 
WE1 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

TZ & LUXENBER~, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Billie Self and Cynthia L. Self 

T: 212-593-6700 
212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. SHEM~ LEIMEITLER f P . ? !  1 4 n-13 

{01066141.DOC ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIM F. RYAN, JR. AND CAROLY RYAN, 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I ; Index No.: 1059281 
I 

Plainti ff(s), ; NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

-against- 
' I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendantlsl 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 

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. 

' I  

f 
I 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 1 1 2o%! ' 
\ 2 \ z z  ,2011 

-_.l 

Roy H. dchwartz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

M C G I ~ E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William F. Ryan, Jr. and Carolyn Ryan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26078AN 

{Not 17783-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 105928/03 1280191 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

0 I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
WILLIM F, RYAN, JR. AND CAROLY RYAN, 

I 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

A.C. & S., INC, et al., 

I Defendant(s). 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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William F. Ryan, Jr. and Car 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10603 JAN 1 1 2fl12 

NEW Y O W  

I 
COUNTY CLEWS OFFEE 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7256N 

DEC292~1 i4  
{NO1 17786-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

SUSAN MCSPEDON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

- -  
,' 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r g g  , O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89899 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, &&&---- F I L E D  i 'k \ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler k 

JAN 1 1 

COUN'TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK CANALE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100741/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

M p w o o d ,  Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89938 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, -@&= i 

Hon. Sherry lein eitler 

k 



10002 1 /o 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitIed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross%laims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

a 
+ .., -*XI--._ zN-i y c ; ~ i  .\ if<*S OFFICE MES EDWARDS 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

YORK 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 -. . 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
( 3 6 )  294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h m w i t l e r  



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-543 3 

SO ORDERED, 

i-‘ 2 9 2atu 



JAMES MINCH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
119396100 

$%gb 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against . 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, BEC 2 9 2011 



JOHN KNOX (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 183 16/96 
113280/97 
1 1 1069198 

WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendants; 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 
TISHMAN REALTY & CO$j@~~~~&!Yc-.K,s OFF,CE 
CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION Jh;\! 1 1 2812 

.J . L t  1 

New York, New York 10003 

MEW YORK 
w York 11507 
3 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-543 3 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER and CAROL 
PULVEFWACHER, 

IndexNo.: 10 

PI ai n tiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITlON SUMMARY 
JUJIGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

-_I--1--___1_L.ff______---________I"__II_____C_I________.f- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, 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 defendants, T U N E  US MC., fMa AMEMCAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

I 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tranc US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, lnc. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaihst 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

New York, NY 10003 

. 

MUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
ttorneys for Defendant &.p ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor inJAN 1 1 22312 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I N E o u ~ 7 - y  CLER\<S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________r_l______________l_l___________------------~------------------- X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_---______________rIr______________l_l__------~-~----------------------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No 
RICHARD JANISZEWSKI (Deceased) 118316/96 

113280/97 
11 1069/98 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

&E3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: NOVEMBER 2011 FIFO ____r---_______________l_______________r~---------~~---------"-~-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
I P--%U , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 0 fr 9.9 20111 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Past 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

W I 
I 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-1 - 
_ _  

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
. -  . . ... . -  . . -  

I Defendant(s) e I 

.- .. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation hereby requests summary idgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.)2!22 ,201.L - -  - -- .- . _. .. - .. .- - -  

1 E 0 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation Philip A. Benedetto and Lois A. B j i P t f o  1 2012 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003GQ~iJ1y C L ~ ~ ~ ~  OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-23634 

{NO1 17766-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, 5.) 

I 

I I Index No:@11911/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I -again€ t- I 

I 
I 

. 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

.. - . . . . . . .. . . . . -. . . -  J .. . . . -. - .. .... - . . . _. . ..... . 

I 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 

plaintifr 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- _  .- . 

Q/7& JAN 1 1 2012 
I c . ~~2 L,,J C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
I WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NEW Yam 

I 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Philip A, Benedetto and Lois A. Benedetto I Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

New York, New York 10004 I New York, New York 10003 
I (212) 509-3456 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26502 

I {NO1 17765.1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, I 

I 
I 
I 

1 NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff( s), 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I -against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAM 1 1 2012 
-ouNly~~~s -wFLcL - 

y . y o r K  

SC- € * Q c G L ~ M  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Philip A. Benedetto and Lois A. Benedetto 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & K 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 
324-1654 

{NO1 17760-1) 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

FRANK ORTTZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 1 507 
200 I.U. Willets Road f\LEO "% 

4-5433 jH \ \ ?N 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _  

This Document Relates To: 

JACK NIELSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., 

IndexNo.: 12 @ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US NC., f/Wa AMERICAN 
\ 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law dd&Md@%ction 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US' INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

New York, New York 

'i Keith M.O'Connor, Esq. 
-I ' YI  

": 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

* ,  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- *  (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



.> 

HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERRSON ST 
PO Box 4m 
NNVBRUNSWICH, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOMON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JULIAN L. ROBERTS, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-101965 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
'Tx- \s, am 

M f l  MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Julian L. Roberts 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 9 2011 

. -. . . -. 

BX-WATER-14 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X 

IN RE NEW Y O M  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE SILBERT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEIFZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PlaintiSf(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . I  

MALABY & 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISI-MAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CONSTRUCTION CO.; INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
SAMUEL OSBORNE 

NYCAL 
) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXF,NBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-Hopwood, Esq, 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BIUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89249 
(914) 345-7301 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&y Kldn Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
LUISA ROTOLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-" 

K & J .  Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NJ3ILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89258 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - D 



- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudicc, 

and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORLIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

4 
JAN 1 1 2012 1 

4 

SO ORDERED, - F I L E D  

DEC 2 9 20" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



X:/FB W465I4/leaal'Februarv 2012 
' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests swnmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULT'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Atto or FUL TON UOILEK WORKS 
m J 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate SALVATORE ROTOLO, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I \  I '2 L! r! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The 
Companaand Goodyear 

ar Tire & Rubber 

Lawrence G. 
By: 

264 West 40th Street D 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JAN 1 1 26142 

COUNTY CI..ERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

New York, New Yark 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 1 

Attorney for Plaintifis Attorneys for FIJLTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'% 
(212) 313-3600 T" (212) 558-550 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 3 

Hon. S JAN 1 1 2012 * 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hei tler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK PORTA and ROSE PORTA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFOREy Defendant Morse Diesel, Jnc,, (incorrectly named as Morse Diesel 

International, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

CQStS. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ Z l Z l  , 201 1 

n 

Jol-@&hmond, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintg(7) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I (212) 558-5500 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
GERALD F. KELTY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126934/02 & e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
. ,  

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

" .  

,Jt%kfHopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BIUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89230 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

GO1)": 1 
I -- 

SO ORDERED, 

c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

ANDREW KlNG I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A h H o p w o o d ,  Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTWY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89232 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, E D  
JAM 9 1 ?GI2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. (Heitler, 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROBERT J. BLASO I.A.S. Part ) 

IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/' 

,J6?& J. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 
I File No.: 473.891 16 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No , 1 5928103 8019/02 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 

I 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 

WILLIM F. RYAN, JR. AND CAROLY RYAN, 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

- -. - -- - - - - - - - - - . Defd&(s)-. I .  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan 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. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 1 1 2Q12 
\ 2 p  ,2011 

. -  - - - -  

Roy H. dchwartz, Esq. 
M C G I ~ E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William F. Ryan, Jr, and Carolyn Ryan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-26078AN 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 17783-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIM F. RYAN, JR. AND CAROLY RYAN, I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

- -1 
I 

- _ _  . -  - - - -. - - - - - -- .. .- .. . 

Defendant( s). 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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- . -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William F. Ryan, Jr. and Car 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10603 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 JAN 1 1 2012 

NEW Y O W  

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~ 

1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 

SO ORDERED, 

324-1256N 

DEc2 920i1, 
{NOI 17786-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, I 

I I.A.S. Part 30 

I Index No,: 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pufsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s . 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ppz ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation Philip A. Benedetto and Lds A. B~$e t fo  1 ‘go12 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 Goli;d’Ty CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 NEW yORK 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23634 

{NO1 17766-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

I 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

I Index No.: 100864/ 
I PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 

BENEDETTO, 

-against- 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., WC., et al., I 

Defendant (s) . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation hereby requests summasy 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, P I 2 2  ,2011 F I L E D  

, ”  

SLQLL JAN 1 d 2012 

S h t .  6 .  f l i ’ c L e w $  C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Philip A. Benedetto and Lois A. Behedetto 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YoRK 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 A ‘ J  (212) 558-5500 ,- I . ,  

-- ” 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein mitler 

{NOZ 17765-1) 

2383-26502 



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, 5.)  

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

PHILIP A. BENEDETTO AND LOIS A. 
BENEDETTO, I 

I Index No.: 100864/0 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s1. I 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JAN 1 1 2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLU& flC. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Philip A. Benedetto and Lois A. Benedetto 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

{NO1 17760-1) 

324-7654 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LI"TIGAT1ON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 115218/03 

EDWARD T. PLANT2 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

;; Rosario MALABY Chetta, & BRADLEY, Esq. LLC 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC. 
Attornt.ys.for Pluintyys Attorneys for Defendant 
Edward T. Pluntz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E D  9: Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 p$?q a 1 ' *' 

COUF\J I Y CI-EM'S OFFIC@ 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CA 

RAYMOND JABLONSKI (Dec.), : Index Nos. 1 1 1326102 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 

A.C. & S,, INC., ad., : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ S l d  C l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

JAN 1 2512 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 ' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New Yark " A  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



r 
9 ,  

6 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________I______________I______________-~--------------------------~ X 
PHILLIP AYSCUE, as Executor for the Estate of JAMES 
ELLINGTON 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

ACF INDUSTKIES, INC., f/k/a AMERICAN CAR AND 
FOUNDRY COMPANY, ET AL. 

Index No.: 120263/03 

NOSJM 

WHEREFORE, defendant ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC (s/h/a ACF Industri s, In , f/Wa American 

Car and Foundry Company) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ACF 

INDUSI'RIES, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC (sMa ACF Industries, Inc., f/k/a American Car and Foundry Company) be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

II u By: Brian S Schlosser, Esq. Dated: 

RIVKIN RADLER LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ACF INDUSTRIES, LLC 
926 RXR Plaza 
Uniondale, New York 1 1556 
(516) 357-3000 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: ~ 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

LLOYD HARDEN 

i: 

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 
Q Q C  .\Q ,2011 

-. 

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 

L------""." JAN 1 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES JOHNSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10591 7/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 Q123 
1" . 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

i F 1 L E D 1 '  b 
SO ORDERED, i r g  ! 

JAN 1 1 2012 i 

US-ACTIVE-106739843.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALDPEPPERDAY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1254/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\%I 73 20” 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ’ .<,;w.t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “yt) 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 55815500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521-5400 

4 

F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
i 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739753.1 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF= 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ................................................................. 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 11 1254-04 

RONALD PEPPERDAY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

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. 
\ 

., 

0- I 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue D -F \LE  (2 12) 558-5500 

IAN \ \ 1"' SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT mLATES TO: 

SUSAN MCSPEDON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience VWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89899 
(914) 345-7301 

I 

SO ORDERED, ( Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
i F I L E D ; (  

JAN 1 z 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD W. BURGIN, as Executor for the Estate : NYCAL 
of MERLE G. BURGIN, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 116958-05 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

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. 

qA&w* b--Y---- ' 

Nic . Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022$3q E D 
SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue 

536-3900 

JAN 1 1 2Ol2 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAME$ PORTER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1012 02& & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORLlER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Tnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 'f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fk/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a. 

Adience, Inc. fk/a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

opwood , Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill $Liver D Elmsford, New 
(914) 345-7301 ' 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., ad. 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York ew York 
A+/../ f 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

, ** 
By: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
NewYork,NewYork 10018 

i 
F I L E D 

JAN 1 f 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YQRK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL TERRI L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of : 
JAMES PORTER, part 3o 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

Index No: 112010-05 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

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. 

WEITZ & LU*ENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6 
(212) 536-3900 

)AN 1 1 P I 2  
C'OLJN1 y CLERKS OFFICE 

NEnl YaRK 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7Oj WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX $80 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JANICE WEISENFELD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF STANLEY WEISENFELD, AND 
JANICE WEISENFELD, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 114080-05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

zh&15// 
DATED: New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Individually 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 9 2011 
mUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

. -. . . . 

BX-WATER-13 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X ----------------__"f1___11______________------------------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 115563-05 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODCUTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _1______1__1--------________11___1__1111----------------"-------- 

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. 

,,+* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 4 \  

Xork,NY 10022-6030h5'1 1 d 2012 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

\ 

536-3900 
COU,\ITY C\.ERK'S OFFICE 

DEC 2 9 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 5803105 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lzI%3 ,2011 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

J 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106738029.1 

DEC 2 9 20111 



Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt & : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f .// ?/// 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

F I L E D \ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

t B  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 \ 
JAN 1 1 !!I12 ! 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NGW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

GERALD W. BURGIN, as Executor for the 
Estate of MERLE G. BURGIN, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

Index No: 116958105 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

X ................................................................ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD7 INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US MC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, ZNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

prejudice and without costs. F\LED 
1 j ?3!1 

Dated: OtcQmw 2t,281\ c : )hN s of@ /f.& Q~&t?!!E.Yo~~ GLEpIc: 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 2 9 2011 



c 

This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT WRIGHT AND CAROLYN A. 
WRIGHT, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

.. .. 
Plaintiff(s), : 

Index No.: 10146W06 -against- 
. -  ._ _ _  

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant( s). 

X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby re&&s &*dgrnent in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectionzd2, dismiss& plaintiff's 
complaint agahst defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, at@qere&eing mpposition 
thereto. f ? ? a  F Z  

nP 

r m  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and croq-CM-gainst defendant, 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A 
'By: heather J. Gaw, Esq. 

360 Lexington Ave. DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10017 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 
% f  

I 

(01075709.DOC ) 
DEC 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES AND SUSAN PAVACIS, AS 

ANTMONY LAMANO AND ROSE LAMANO, 
CO-EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et aZ. 
Defendants. 

IYCAL 
A.S. Part 30 
Heitler, J .) 

i0 OPPOSITION 
lUMMARY JUDGMENT 
dOTION 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony Lamano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO1 11472-1 1 

JAN 1 1 2iK (212) 558-5500 

NTY CLEIK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQW 

12354768,22168 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH C, LANG and NANCY LANG, W 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

J i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

! 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al. i 

Defendants, i 

WHEFSFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

t h e  above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismisskg plaintiffs' 

complaint against defadant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition'thcreto, 

- ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claiinS against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed' with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk,N ,, York ,a/!% $201 1 

h&%IVNEY & UUGER, P.c+ 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700Broadwayp \ - - - - . . - 

New York, New York 10004 New York P 
(212) 509-3456 



HOAQLANR, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
DOWKAS, LLP 

~ NORTHJERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOWTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES D. LANIGAN and RHONA LANIGAN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et ai.. 

1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 1021 14-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
D e m h  1st 2 0 ~  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4tto rn e ys for Defendant , 
<oh le r Co, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 0  ORDERED: 

ttorneys for Plaintiffs, 
James D. Lanigan and Rhonda Lanigan 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

BX- FILL- 6 

- - __ __ . - . . - 



WHEREFORE, defendants, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendants, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

WEITZ ik LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, __ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GUNARS TRESS 

Tndex No. 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorney.s<fbr Plaintiffs Allorneys for Defendunt 
Gunurs Tress Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID BLENKENSOPP 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 
3 e . c .  \b ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

New York, New York 10003 

\ 
\i 
\ 
i 

SO ORDERED, 

1623725-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.& Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) . .  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 107848/07 
I VICTOR TORINO AND MARY ANN TORNO, 
I I 
I 
I Plaintiff( s), I 

-against - I 

NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant( s) . 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, 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 .  +’z ,2011 

w W S a r n p a r ,  Esq. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Victor Torino and Mary Ann Torino 
700 Broadway 
New York, N T T  ‘ inn' c 

i (212) 558-5500 . _.* (3 17,) 509-3456 
\-*- I - - -  - 

Hon. Sherry KEin HB SO ORDERED, !- 
DEC 2 9 2011 

i {NO1 16807-1) 



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 
, (Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR TORINO AND MARY ANN TORINO, 
Index No.: 107848/07 

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 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summasy 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Roy H. &adz, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaint 
Victor Torino and Mary Ann Torino 
700 Broadway 
~ e w  York, New York 10003 F I L E a ' 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 F 

JAN 1 1 2012 

COLJld I Y CLERKS OFFj(3P - 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-22409 

2 9 2011 

{Not 16804-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 107848/07 
I 

VICTOR TORINO AND MARY ANN TORINO, 
I I 
I 
I 
I Plainti ff(s), 

"against- I 
I 
I NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s), I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant T i shan  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, 

DEC 2 92011 
{NO1 16797-1) 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Victor Torino and Mary Ann 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10063 

JAN 1 1 2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

cy~;,i i y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
HEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-27668 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE A W Y O R K  

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, N w York +b\ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Z W C H  DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attornevs for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

264 t 40th Street JAN 1 1 3 1 2  
New York, New York 10018 

COUNTY CILERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klein ne1 

i 
' I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I I NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 107848/07 
I 
I 

VICTOR TORINO AND MARY ANN TORINO, 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 
I NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\.\'zz ,2011 

7 Esq. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plainti 
Victor Torino and Mary Ann Torino 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork lOOF I L E D 

1 
, 

i 
1 1  

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JAN 1 1 2012 I '  

SO ORDERED, COUNl Y CLERKS QFFICE 
zm-oo&W YORK 

t x C  2 920111 

{NO1 16808-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) I 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR TORINO AND MARY ANN TORINO, 
Index No.: 107848/07 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

> 

! NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 
,2011 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
VictorTorinoandMary Ann64 L E D 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway t ,  

~ 1 4 ~  1 1 ?qlil 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFQ 
NEW YOM 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-22881 
SO ORDERED, 

DZC 2 9 201lr 

{NO1 16806-1) 

- - 



36.21440/AJM 
'UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

:N RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

'his document relates to: 

TICTOR TORINO , 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVZYOR CORPORATION, 
st al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 7 8 4 8 / 0 7  

(October 2012 In Extremis Trial 
Group) 

NQ OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

, I  9 

F l  \ 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: Index N o e s  
1 6797- 

JOAN M. RYBACKI, as Personal Representative for + - m i 5 0 2  
the Estate of C m E S  F. RYBACKI, and JOAN A. 
RYBACKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

_-----____I"__----_____l____t_________ll-"----------"--------~-- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMEMCAN 

. 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without ccsts. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Xnc, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN ! 1 2%! 

COUNT'Y' CLERKS QFFIGE OEC2 9@1, NEW YORM 



WHEREFORE, Defendant Gardner Denver, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Defendant Gardner Denver, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

Gardner Denver Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either 

4 JAN 1 1 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New New 0022CO"NTY CLERKIS ~ F F ~ C E  
(2 12) 558-5500 

NEW YORK (212) 651-7500 
I I 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

ANGELINA FUSCO as the Executrix for the 

Index No.: 16439-91 

Estate of GERARD0 RUBINO 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

______l_"l_1__________lll_______________--*--_-------__""------_ X. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US XNC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Ma 'AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clpims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

J e r s p S f  6 

JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
HOWARD BARRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index  NO:^ 025510 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

T 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc,, hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. PN 

4 

W J .  Hopwood, Esq. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473,86770 

~ MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BlUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., gt &. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway L E D  ’ 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 JAN 1 B 2012 

New York, New York 1001 8 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
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P1 aint i ff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'TER PRODUCTS CO., et al.! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190107/10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 1NC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-. -- e&-- -. -_ _.-_ -_ __ 

E- - L +* a (e< T-s 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. 

FT0L E D \ ,  

New York, New Y 
(212) 313-3600 

--- 

JAN 1 1 24112 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

ALPHA WIRE COW. 
AMERICAN INSULATED WIRE COW.; 
AMERICAN WIRE AND CABLE CO.; et al.; 

NYCAL 

(Judge Heitler) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 10-190185 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

EXTREMIS 
RE: OCTOBER 2010 IN- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EX-FM, INC. W a  FISCHBACH & MOOFW, INC., hereby 
request summary judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant EX-FM, INC. ma 
FISCHBACH & MOORE, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EX-FM, INC. flWa FISCIBACH & MOORE, INC., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Atttirney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave., 13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys fcr Defendant 
EX-FM, INC, f/k/a FISCHBACH 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
& MOORE, INC., 

DEC 8 9 2011 



WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL 190332/ 10 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndsnt, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

rneys for Defendant 
546 5' Avenue, 4' Floor TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10036 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Anthony Corino v. Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation et al. 

WHEREFOW, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO B U F F a O  PUMPS; INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRGHAM, 

LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BTJFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. OlUlERED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

An and Liquid Systems Corp., as s 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, 

SO ORDERED: 

! 
I 

j 

i, 
j 



ORIGINAL 
SUPREME COURT W THE STATE OF NRW YORK 
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan& ail ~ l a S n ~  and o ~ s - b l ~ m s  against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the S B ~ B  we hmby dismissed with prejudice and without emjs, 

MeDtnnott Will & Emmy LLF 

& A &  
Donald R. Puglicse&sq. 
340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New Ywk I01 73 

2 12.605.6200 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X _11___---_-1_1_1_---_-----”--1-------------------------------------- 

IN E: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

DOUGLAS MCLAUGHLIN and SANDRA SUE, : 1,A.S. Part 30 

X - _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ ~ _ ~ - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ” ” ~ -  

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 190449-10 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Defendants. 
X ----------__r__--l--______l_l___________-----------------------_- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ruggles-Klingemann Mfg. Co., sued herein as “Ruggles 

Klingemann Mfg. Co., fornierly known as The Ruggles Klingemann Conlpany” (“RUGGLES- 

KLINGEMANN”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint nga inst defendant 

RUCGLES-KLlNGEMANN with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defcndant RUGGLES-KLINGEMANN be, and the same are hercby, dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

*h Kirs n Alford Kneis, Esq. 
.( GATES LLP 

a orneys for Defendant 
hgF.pL E 2 W E I T  L“ LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintifl(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
700 r wadway RUGGLES-KLIN GEMANN 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, N Y 10022 ,bh\\ 1 (91 ,  

“ S  OFFICE r,oilN \ ‘i (;LL\j\ 
SO ORDERED, NLvd 

Hon. S 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

named herein as "Gmne, Tweed & Co., Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings," 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant GREENE TWEED, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs to either party. 

Dated: New York NY 
/ Z h  ' ,2011 

F I L E D  

FFICE 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York. New York 10017 

orneys for Defendan 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190008/11 

ISAAC RUBIN AND SHEILA RUBIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Individually and as Successor to Kinney Vacuum Pump Company, Kinney Pump Company and 

Murray Turbine) (L'Tuthillyy), 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. 

M u c k  & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue. 4th Floor 

Michael Jardim, Esq. 
Attorneys for Tuthill Corporation 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

New York, New York 10036 New York, New 

7 D 
' f l ~ r p ~  

I *  

SO ORDERED, 

1575 124-1 

LLP 



SUPREME COUECT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF 'NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN S E m E ,  as Executrix for the Estate of Robert 
SEARING and ANN SEARING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ALCATEL-LUCENT USA, lxzdividually & as 
Successor in Interest to WESTERN ELECTRIC, d al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No.: 190016/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERJ3FOR.E, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitledcase, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, George A. Fuller Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ODERED, that upon notice to albco-defendants, all claims and cross d a h s  agakst 

defendant, George A. Fuller Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Attorney for Defendant 
George A. Fuller Company 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Slreet-Suite 2300 

-"--.*-."".I .. __... ._I 

,- Attorney Robert Scaring for Plaintiffs and Ann Seaijng 

w E I T Z & L m F f . t  E 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190040/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. ]Part 20 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

& I  \ I  I e&& 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS. INC. 
->- -.C;;i&J.;T; 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190067/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC.  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tkdt upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

without costs. 

,4211 11 
( 9 4  L a*. I 

-. P L Z x - ; ~  
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC . 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D ,  (212) 313-3600 

-- " 
SO ORDERED, _-  - JAN 1 1 2042 

.. . 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

x -  

COLGATE PALMOLIVE CO., et d., 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

_"l"_lll__l_l_l______--------ll------l-~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

SEEGER WEISS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

One William Street, 10''' Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 584-0700 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

- -. By: -- ~ Scott A. Hmfmd, Esq. 

264 West 40'" Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1901 15/11 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Fm 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190140/11 

WHEREFORE, Tuthill Corporation (improperly sued as Tuthill Corporation, 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 co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Tuthill be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: / P-3 New ork, New York 

c 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 

Michael Jardim, Esq. 
Attorneys for Tuthill Corporation 
McElroy, Deutsch Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor J1 

New York, NY 10036 .New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1653873-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN E: NEW YQRK COUNTY t NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190223/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND 0R.DER 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO,, et al. 

De fendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as 

Columbia Boiler, Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as Columbia Boiler, Go., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as Columbia Boiler, Co., 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York 
,2$?2J, 201 1 

Carol Tempesta, Gq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boilers of Pottstown 
M c G ~ Y  R: KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEXTZ & LUXEN~ERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway \AN 1 "" 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

25734057 

LGI 

DEC 2 9 20111 
25734057 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ‘ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No.: 190223/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gerosa Incorporated, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Gerosa Incoiyorated, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

DO opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Gerosa Incorporated, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

<‘W .r- 

r”3 <>&, \-I< k p J c J k ~ r - - -  , !F J-q . 
Attorney for PlaintXfs 
Robert N. Wexler and Betsy Wexlcr Gerosa Incorporated 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

346-051 0 



SUPBME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YON< 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 

Plaintiffs , 

-again$ t- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 19022311 1 

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 ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

".' _, &u f- 
T C l W  %+-t'+p , G rc, . 

Attorney for Defendant 
Sa€eguard Industrial Equipment Coinpany 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGIER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robefi N. Wexler and Betsy Wexler 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
(-0UE.I I < C1-I W S  OFFtCE 

NEW YORK 
324.9527 

2 9 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
ZN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190223/11 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AN D ORDER -against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERFQ that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, hc. ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

, ‘-y+& 4 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAfabco, Inc. 
M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yorlc 10004 

Attorney for Plainti 

(212) 509-3456 

so ORDErnD, 

2371-1384 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHN DELLARATA and MADELENA 
DELLARATA, 

X ----__"_________1__-_____________l_____r------------------------------ 

X --_1____________1_--____l______________r-"-"-------------------------- 

I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190248/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al., including 
HEIDELBERG USA, INC,, 

F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y W K  

WHEREAS, defendants Heidelberg USA, Inc. and Honeywell International, Inc. hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12 dismissing plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice as against Heidelberg USA, Inc., individually and 

as successor in interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company and as against Honeywell International, 

Inc., insofar as it is sued herein as alleged successor in interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company; 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that all claims against Heidelberg USA, Inc., individually and as successor in 

interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company, and all claims against Honeywell International, Inc., 



insofar as it is sued herein as alleged successor in interest to Mergenthaler Linotype Company, be, and 

the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for  Plaint 

New York, N Y 100 
(212) 558-5500 

neys for Heidelberg USA, Inc. and 
eywell International, Inc. 

1633 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 19 
(212) 506-1980 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  
JAN 1 1 2012 

4 

1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2 



WFERE'FOFCE, &€endant BAKER PERKINS, INC,, lndividmlly, and as SUCC~SSQI- in 

interest to WERNER LEHARA, INC, ("BAKER PERXINS'7 by its &rneys, W T L B W ,  

LAWLER Bt BUBA, hereby requests summary j u d p m t , h  the above-eatided case, pursuant to 

BAKER PERKMS with prejudice, and thm b e i q  nohopposition thereto. 

ORDERED, tZlat upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and EMSS claims against 

defmdmt BAKER P E W S ,  be and the sane are hereby dimisveil with prejudice: and without 

/// 

i' V#LBRAHAM, LAWLER BUBA 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I 0003 

140 Braadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 1000 5 

c\-fiJws OFF= (:Our\ 
YORK 
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Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190261/11 

NYCAL 
T.X.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190280/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN FRANCIS NICHOLSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

MIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEFUXFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dat 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

P I L E D  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

JAN 1 1 2032 New York, NY 10022 

GOUid i Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To; 

OEOROE W. SMITH AND EDNA SMITH, v, 
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, MC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant CEMEX, INC. ~mpropcrly Named- as Successor to 
Southdown Inc. and Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pwsumt to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 
against defendants CEMEX, JNC. (Improperly Named 83 Successor to Southdown, Inc, and 
Moore-McCormack Linea, Inc.) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al1 co-defendants, all claim8 and cross claims against 
defendant CEMEX, INC. (Improperly Named as Succemor to Southdown Inc, and Moore- 
McCormack Lines, Inca) be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
D e c e r n b d  20 1 I 

.# David ChanmEsq,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Post Office Address 
700 Broadway Short Hills, NJ 

Attorney for Defendant 
150 John F, Kennedy Parkway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(973) 379-4800 

fl. SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

u€C 2 E D 
868647 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NataleSusino v. Mamhgtt~n Mills, Inc., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER &BUgA, hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled cas, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 

MANNINGTON MILLS, JNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that 

upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cmss claims against defendant MANNNGTON MILLS, 

INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Edward J. Wilbraham, Esduire 
WKBRAHAM, ]LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 466Floor 
New Yo&, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Mannington Mills, Inc. 

YWei&enberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, NY 10003 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED: 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NataleSusino v, Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation e? al. 

LAWLER &BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Smtion 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants BUFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMl?S, be and .the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated; jk, G [ ‘tt-, Z D f i  
New Yo , New York 

/ 

Weitz&Luxenb 

New York, 
Attorney for Plaintif€ 

Edward WLBRAHAM, J. Wilbraham, LAWLER Esquire BL BUBA 
7 o o ~ ~ ~ ~ J ~ ~ f .  L E D 1 140 Broadway, 46e Floor 

New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendaut, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, In 

4 

JAN 1 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFfCE 
NEW YORK 

DEC 2 92011* 
SO ORDERED: 



YC, L - IAS Part 30 

Plaintiffs, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

-against- 
Index No.: 190327-1 1 

No Opposition Summary 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order 
X ______________________________l______rrr---"------------------~----- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANTIFIN COWORATTON hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant SLANTIFIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: k. 2 2 , h  1.f 
New York, New York 

4 

W B 6 - M  D M c d L  Norm+ J. Golub 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

r 

Marshall Conway & Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation 
116 John Street, 4th Floor 

E D  F7q 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York I003 d 2 >k 

(2 1 2) 6 19-4444 ' 

jy' 1 ;'p:2 

Honorabk w r y  Klein Heitler 



r I $.X' 
- 

* .  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY Index No.: 190327A 1 
X _ r " f _ _ * _ " l _ * _ _ _ " _ l _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r - - - - - " - - - - * - - * " * - * - * - - - " - - - " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WAFIK TAWFIK and MONA TAWFIK, I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heit ler, J .> 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and 
present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest 
and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

r 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f 0 - t f  ,201 1 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

(/ Attorneys for Defendant 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, N e ~ r j 1 ~ ~  D 
(21 2) 232-1 300 . 

1 1 
1 JAN 1 1 3?12 ! 

SO ORDERED: W N T Y  CI ' c, QE%l.CE 
NEW YORK 

I Justice of the Supreme Court 

DEC292011 of the State of New York 

4813-0690-7404,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

* *  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LUCENT 

Index No. 190348/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITH PREJUDICE 

_ .  

WHEREFORE, defendant SEPCO hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant SEPCO with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEPCO be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
p@lpm\hQr 73 ,2011 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant SEPCO 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Allurwysfor Pluiniir 
747 Third Avenue, 37th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(212) 838-3333 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

tu", . L' c:l I."!RK'S OFF[= 
NtW YORK 



I '  ..a w 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION and TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests sumniary judgmom in the a5cve-entitkd cas?, pllrsllant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, T'ISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION and TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a! 

Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.,. be and the same are hereb) 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 5t1' Ave, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & ' 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. ' 
200 I.U. Willets Road ' 

Albertson, New York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFXIER 

Index No.: 190432/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Fart 31) 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
c- 

1212 I\ I\ e-';a 
-- 

L, J x y .  T. (%z;x 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff %- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORUERED, jA \  1 I 2032 4 

COIJNTY CLERK'S o m  
NEW YOw 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190461/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

FY6L E D 
New York, New Yor 
(212) 313-3600 

JAN 3 F 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNrV CLERK'S O F R E  
NEW YORK 


