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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES DURHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ABEX CORPORATION ET. AL, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105615/04 

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 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: N e w q q r  York 
,2012 

LEQ ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. DURHAM, JAMES 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & Ko~icse~F ,  L\P 

New York, New York 10022 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 15 IUQ 

MpIR 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8587 

'" ? ? 0 2 2012 



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

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

j lndex No.: 12 19 10/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW KORNACKI AND LUANA 
KORNACKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
8 0  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kornacki, Andrew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5  

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 12 19 10/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW KORNACKI and LUANA 
KORNACKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plain tiffs, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

? Roy Attorney S hwartz; for Defendant sq. 

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

1 LED,'; Kornacki, Andrew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-830 



__ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN FtE? NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE TUDISCO AND OLGA TUDISCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10269/02, 1268 1 8/02 

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 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, I’ishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .C . 

New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Tudisco, Michele 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 COUN-TY CLEHK’S OFFICE 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR 1 5 2012 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25692 



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

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

j Index No.: 107086/01, I 19379/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERONICA SHEDLOW, Individually and 
Personal Representative far the Estate of 
STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW, ~ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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 3 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. 

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

MAR 1 5 2o12 

 NE^ y o ~ K  

Shedlow, Stephen M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO@ 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
uF\I y CLERK'S OFFICE 

1 (212) 558-5500 

2383-22455 



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

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

j Index No.: 107004/02, 1 15 173/02 
j 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARLENE PANCZAK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of LEONARD P. SITAREK, 

P1 aint i ffs, 

-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 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney f o r  Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

,- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sitarek, Leonard P. 

MAR 1 5 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
700 Broadway NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, MAR O 2 2812 

2383-25599 



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.: 113280/02, 120076/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. SUSALKA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 6 321 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, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-, _ _  

Attorney for Plaintiffs F \ L E D  i 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. MAR 1 5 "12 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 YORK 

Susalka, Andrew J. 

700 Broadway ,,, C L t l R ~ ~  OFFICE 
New York, New York 10003cO~~ ' .  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

1122-7210 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. SUSALKA, 
j Index No.: 113280/02, 120076/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Susalka, Andrew 9. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6714 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 13280/02, 120076/02 

ANDREW J. SUSALKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 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. 

,2012 

F \ 1 E D  A* 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Susalka, Andrew J. Y 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway A% \ 5 lQ'' 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 GLEBKs OFFICE 
G O L N Y  V\1\(OFIK 

plE 

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.: 124444/02, 127679/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH SYRACUSE AND JOSELLE 
SYRACUSE, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
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 3 321 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 8L Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
2$?7,2012 

F 

Roy Schwartz, dq. / 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York I0003 C 

Syracuse, Joseph MbR 15 m 2  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ou,\Iy C L W S  OFFICE 
NEw KIRK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1 122-24047 



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.: 124444/02, 127679/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH SYRACUSE AND JOSELLE 
SYRACUSE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 
: 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 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 arid 

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUN 1 y , t i j K S  OFFICE 

MAR 1 5 2012 

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

SO ORDERED, 

P!? 0 2 28152 
1235-23704 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13278/02, 1 19468/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY TARNOWSKI AND BETTY 
TARN0 W SKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

without costs. 

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

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

2383-2573 I 



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

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

j Index No.: 107401 /02, 1 1348 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. MASTIN AND LENORA E. MASTIN, i 

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. 

Dated: New Yo , Ne York 
.&&7/7,2012 

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

SO ORDERED, 

$1 Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Mastin, WEJTZ & James LUXENBERG, P. P.C F\LEQ I 

700 Broadway \ 5 2012 

r ,OW'Y cu y0RK 

New York, New York 10003 MAR 
4Ks OFWE (2 12) 558-5500 C\.E.' 

v4b 



. . .-. . . . . - 

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.: 107103/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE G. MANNING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Manning, Lawrence G. a- 
700 Broadway MAR 1 5 2022 

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

1235-1 9047 



SUPREME cow-  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
d 

GILBERT EUGENE CARMAN AND MARY 
ELLEN CARMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113566/02, 126045/02 

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 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 , Ne York $&7, 2012 

. >  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carman, Gilbert Eugene 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

: 
012 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 vJ!$ 1 5 

- -  c()up4-flGl 
SO ORDERED, NEyd YQRK 

ERt(’S OFFICE 

MAR 0 2 2012 1122-8830 



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: 

GILBERT EUGENE CARMAN AND MARY 
ELLEN CARMAN, 

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

j Index No.: 113566/02, 126045/02 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

/ 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carman, Gilbert Eugene 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1 O O b  
700 Broadway '"! t 

, \  $-* 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 '9 

f ? (212) 558-5500 p 5 ! rln 

- 'J; \  lrii? -- 'y, 

(212) 509-3456 
/ 

\A;. : : **I . 

. " ; ,t' 1)  IJ!'F\CE 
) \ \  Y 6 T - I  SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-8333 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

NEIL WALKER AND IRENE WALKER, 
Index No.: 1 10009/03 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I 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 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. 

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

E D ] .  

SO ORDERED, COUN& y0RK ...A 

ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neil Walker and Irene Walke 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 MAY 1 0 (2 12) 509-3456 500 4 

OFF\= 

324-7431 

..:, 2 (NO1 35052-1 } 



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

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

i Index No.: 126039/02, 
! 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS pro: 
ROBERTA MCCLEOD, Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN MCCLEOD and ROBERTA 
MCCLEOD, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODIJCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McLeod, John 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 1 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-21415 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW KORNACKI AND LUANA 
KORNACKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-again st - 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 121910/02 

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 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop.  Komacki, Andrew 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Nk"' ' \.<>& c::F"F!e 

'- 

c&! y ?, " ~ I 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
k&J 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She r rykk%@@ er 

MAR 022012 2383-25807 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS C. LATZER AND THELMA 
LATZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 12521 1/02 

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 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. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Latzer, Nicholas C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein H e w  

MAR 0 2 2012 2383-25894 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124445/02, 103 178/03 

RALPH F. LUIS1 AND THERESA I,UISI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N York qq? 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Luisi, Ralph F. 
W E ~ T Z & L U X E N B E R G , ~  I L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOO$#AR 1 5 p j i 2  

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124445/02, 103 178/03 

RALPH F. LUISI AND THERESA LUISI, 

Plaintiffs, 1 NO OPPOSITION 
! 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 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. 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Luisi, Ralph F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I L E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 2812 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

1235-23703 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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.: 124445/02, 103 178/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH F. LUISI AND THERESA LUISI, 

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

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

,2012 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

Luisi, Ralph F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 3 

g\L- 
(212) 509-3456 5 m 2  

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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 109649/02 

THOMAS A. IRWIN AND MARY IRWIN, 

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 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 , New York + ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Irwin, Thomas A. 
W E i n  & LUXENBERG, P.C. Mh\ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 O @ u N l ~ ; ~  .(* 

5 2 w  
c\EBKs 

\ 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 1122-21953 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS A. IRWIN AND MARY IRWIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109649/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Irwin,ThomasA. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E I) , 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR 5 
New York, New York 10004 o m s  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUN'LE~ ~ o R K  

SO ORDERED, 

123521465 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS A. IRWIN AND MARY IRWIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109649/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I 

I. 

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

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

4 
\ 
i 

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

~ M’ 

C0UN1YC1- N.E\Ny- 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25654 

M h R  0 2 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL JASENSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 
JASENSKI, 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 18276/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

. *  

1% c.. 

*t.$#Q& .. , ; ’ 
8.1 I- +., ,̂ 

Roy Schwartz, “<Y’- . 
% 

Attorney for D Attorney for Plaintiffs *\ 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. \ L 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Jasenski, Richard J, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 \ 5 IQ\I 

MbR 
(212) 509-3456 

GOUNflNEU y0RK 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-1896 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA'IE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

; Index No.: 1 18276/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL JASENSKI, Individually and as Proposed j 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 
JASENSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, 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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jasenski, Richard J. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 O O O g  

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 1235-1 413 



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

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

j Index No,: 1 18276/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL JASENSKI, Individually and as Proposed \ 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 
JASENSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jasenski, Richard J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

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

fi CLERK s OFFGE. 
SO ORDERED, v v -  GOUN NEVJYORK ,.n.P' 

Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13567/02, 1 13567/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KARTIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

\ 5 “e“312 
F Tishman Liquidating Corp. Kartis, Paul 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleia Hezler 

2383-25730 

MAR 0 2 2012 



. .. . . 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 10270/02 

DALE L. LYONS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et u1. 

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. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lyons, Dale L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

$31 L E D (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR 1 5 ?Of2 

1122-9186 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA PURT and JUDY KING as Co-Executrices 
for the Estate of FREDERICK E. KNOPP, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107400/02, 114065/02 

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

without costs. 

I 

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

F \ L E Q  i ’  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Knopp, Frederick E., Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 124339/02, 101994/03 

THOMAS HYNES AND CLAIRE HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne ;L!'. JE 

Roy S c h w d E s q .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 #j$ 15  m 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hynes, Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 " -Rss mr- ICE 
(212) 509-3456 ^-R*\hi-rY GLh *-.I 

1122-23928 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SIJPREME 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 REFERS TO: 

ANNA DOMINICK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES V. DOMINICK and ANNA DOMINICK, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 13276/02, 1 18787/02 

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 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 
2y!L7,7,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dominick, James V. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 5 2012 

(21 2) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

1122-23327 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA DOMINICK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES V. DOMINICK and ANNA DOMINICK, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13276/02, 1 18787/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York G q q  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  Treadwell Corporation Dominick, James V. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 ?O1’ 

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

(212) 558-5500 . 

CQUN-pf CLERK’S QFFm 
NEW YoRK 

MAR 0 2 2012 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23582 



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

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

j Index No.: 107403/02, 114121/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM R. DOWDLE, JR. AND MARGARET 
DOWDLE, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dowdle, William R. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 WAR 1 5 lo'* 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-4872 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107403/02, 114121/02 

WILLIAM R. DOWDLE, JR. AND MARGARET j 
DOWDLE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I J 

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

r" .aQ Q LT 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dowdle, William R. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 E\4KL& 

I C T  
cQuPdIy "- p$ 

(212) 558-5500 \qEw 3 

1235-4395 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107403/02, 114121/02 

WILLIAM R. DOWDLE, JR. AND MARGARET 
DOWDLE, 

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 $ 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 , Ne York .l".:i" 2012 

~ --- 
I 

ook, Esq. 

F!LEQ Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dowdle, William R. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

G 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway wR f 5 2012 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hexer 

f .p41;1  0 2 2012 
2383-25555 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TlIIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER E. FLEMING AND CYNTHIA 
FLEMING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

index No.: 107222/02, 1 13637/02 

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, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 7- - 
1 .  

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs > 

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

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

F I L E D  

G 
MAR 1 5 2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

P. I 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-5205 



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

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

j Index No.: 107222/02, 1 13637/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER E. FLEMING AND CYNTHIA 
FLEMING, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fleming, Peter E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 TC" . -. 
(2 12) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-4728 



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

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

! Index No.: 124339/02, 101 994/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS HYNES AND CLAIRE HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, \ 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 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 
Hynes, Thomas 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, f'.cF 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

C 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry f i k  HMkr  

1235-23583 MAR 0 2 2012 



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.) 

i Index No.: 124339/02, 101994/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS HYNES AND CLAIRE HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Y ' "  F IQaZ. 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Hynes, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

S@* 
*pR ' 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 -, r,~kfifmu 
(212) 509-3456 h (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, & 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I 

-against- 

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

i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 

I '  

4 

Attorney for Plaintiffs dr < 

MAR 0 2 2012 2383-25901 



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

I Attorney for Plaintiffs 

I 

Dinon, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Index No.: 109059/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

JOHN DINON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 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. 

Dated: New Yo , Ne York 
q h 2 7 / t  2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DINON, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109059/02 

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 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 or Ne York 
$&2$2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

wElTZ&LUXENBERG,P.C.~ \ E- D 
D 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAW 1 5 2012 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR o 2 201F-25620 



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 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 1082/02, 1271 28/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 $ 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cataldo, Anthony F. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

MAR 1 5 2032 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

;c)"c\l-[y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

1122-894s 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 121082/02, 127128/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
A $ ~ 7 , 2 0 1 2  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

Treadwell Corporation Cataldo, Anthony F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 EQ (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein FMitler 

1235-8448 



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

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

i Index No.: 121082/02, 127128/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO, 

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 4 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. 

,2012 

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

Cataldo, Anthony F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 p\LEC) 

MhR \ 5 (2 12 j 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
/ CLERt"" OFF'CE 

SO ORDERED, I couq@ YOR% 

MAR 0 2 2012 Hon. Sherry Klein H h e r  

2383-25821 



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.: 113280/02, 120109/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD D. CHENEY AND GAYLE B. 
CHENEY, : NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

I 

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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cheney, Donald D. 

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

New York, New York 10004 New 700 Broadway York, New York 1 g1-D 03 

MAR \ 5 2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein geitler 

MAR O 2 2012 1122-7230 



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

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

j Index No.: 113280/02, 120109/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD D. CHENEY AND GAYLE B. 
CHENEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cheney, Donald D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

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

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. SherryKlein Reitler 

1235-6734 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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.: 113280/02, 120109/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD D. CHENEY AND GAYLE B. 
CHENEY, 

i NO OPPOSlTION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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 , Ne York 
2(j52?r, 2012 

Tishmai Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

? ." . I  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cheney, Donald D. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
MAR I 5  2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Kitler 

MAR 0 2 P"? 
2383-25726 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

j Index No.: 107099/02, 1 17573/02 
i JOSE N. CINTRON AND MARIA CINTRON, 

Plaintiffs, i 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 0 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , Ne York * , 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cintron, Jose N. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 FI ’L: ED (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MARk 1 5 2032 

COUN FY CLERK’S OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleinkeitler 

1122-9844 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
JOHN T. BYRNES, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN P. BYRNES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13278102, 1 19504/02 

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 (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

opposition thereto, 

xy’ 

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. 
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 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR 1 5 2Q12 

Hon. Sllt-rly RICIII nciiit-1 

2571-583 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107400/02, 114065/02 

LINDA PURT and JUDY KING as Co-Executrices ! 
for the Estate of FREDERICK E. KNOPP, SR., j 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York 
,2012 

1 

+ 
I-*. -*%vw I 

-%> \j 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "* ~ 

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

Knopp, Frederick E., Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: > 4  

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heit'ld 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA PURT and JUDY KING as Co-Executrices 
for the Estate of FREDERICK E. KNOPP, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

Index No.: 107400/02, 1 1406Y02 

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 Yor , New ork 
+LO12 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Knopp, Frederick E., Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 

- -- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein H&r 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1235-7553 



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, 1.) 

[ Index No.: 114716/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRADLEY FRITTON, as Administrator for the 
Estate of JAMES R. FRITTON, 

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 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. 

1 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fritton, James R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR 0 2 2012 Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 147 16/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRADLEY FRITTON, as Administrator for the 
Estate of JAMES R. FRITTON, 

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 § 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 
Fritton, James R. 
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, 

12351297 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRADLEY FRITTON, as Administrator for the 
Estate OF JAMES R. FRITTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1 471 6/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o , New York 

$?.7/2012 +ED 
WpIR 15 zo'\z 

Z N 7 Y g $ K  - 
@F\GE 

. \  

*. <<< 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGlVNEY & b U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fritton, James R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, r 
Hon. Sherry Klein m t l e r  

MAR ' 2012 2383-25706 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 07403/02, 1 14 1 12/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET A. HART AND RAYMOND E. HART, 

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. 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

Roy Schwgz, < 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hart, Janet A. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
W m z  700 Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C, F I L E D  a 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23924 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET A. HART AND RAYMOND E. HART, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107403/02, 1141 12/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N e  York ?A;?, 2012 

." . 

I 

Roy Schwartz;%sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Hart, Janet A. F\LEQ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \ 5 191~ 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MhR 
(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 

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

j Index No.: 107403/02, 1 14 1 12/02 
! 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET A. HART AND RAYMOND E. HART, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 8 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

’ . ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hart, Janet A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

p \ l E D  ’ 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 \ 5 2 N  

C0UNflNEyj YORK 

M ~ R  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 cL#s OWCE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I being no opposition thereto, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

~ 

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

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

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

' Index No.: 1 14562/02 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York 
~ @-T&r, 2012 

SHARON BAIOCCO, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Baiocco, Robert A. Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR 1 5 2Ol2 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

1235-21240 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER E. FLEMING AND CYNTHIA 
FLEMING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107222/02, 1 13637/02 

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 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. 

,2012 

Attorney To 
p k ,  Esq. 
r Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Fleming, Peter E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 O O O M R  1 5 312 

,#$, . ( CLERK’S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 < SPW 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

M4R 0 2 2012 2383-25548 



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 REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107099/02, 1 17573/02 

JOSE N. CINTRON AND MARIA CINTRON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cintron, Jose N. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR 1 5 59012 

COUN-yy CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW %)RK 

MAR 0 2 2012 
I2359330 

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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107099/02, 1 17573/O2 

JOSE N. CINTRON AND MARIA CINTRON, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 , Ne York 
Pj277,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cintron, Jose N. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 558-5500 MAR 1 5 

2383-25463 

wri 0 2 2012 



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

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

j Index No.: 124339/02, 101984/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN M. DEPIETRO AND DEBORAH 
DEPIETRO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

8 

Roy SchwaddEsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEKZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Depietro, Steven M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 "Go12 

,-,-,uN\IT'( CLERKS - 
NEW yom 

(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 1122-2378 



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

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

j Index No.: 124339102, 101 984/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN M. DEPIETRO AND DEBORAH 
DEPIETRO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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 
..l"j7/" 2012 

A t t o m p D e f e n d a n t  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tread 11 Corporation Depietro, Steven M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. \ E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MJ+R 1 5 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 

MAR 2012 1235-1895 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 124339/02. 101984/03 

STEVEN M. DEPIETRO AND DEBORAH 
DEPIETRO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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 (j 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 Yo , N  York p7i" 2012 

> <  Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Depietro, Steven M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 2012 

(21 2) 509-3456 
C ~ ~ N T ) '  CLERKs OFFICE 

NEW 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25901 

MAR 0 2 2012 





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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 119386/00, 124999/00 

HENRY J. ALLEN AND ANNETTE ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! 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 $ 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 

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

Treadwell Corporation Allen, Henry J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 MAR 1 5 20’2 (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: 

HENRY J. ALLEN AND ANNETTE ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 19386/00, 124999/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York <h7/". 2012 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 5 lo'' MAR 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 2383-22453 



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

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

j Index No.: 124445/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. ANDERSEN and CHRISTINE 
WHITEHEAD, as Personal Representatives for the j 
Estate of DOROTHY ANDERSEN, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER P 1 aint i ffs , 

-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 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. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andersen, Robert G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 
(212) 558-5500 MB;R 1 5 2012 

p o ~ r \ l  2 
1 y CLERKS OFFICE 
NFW YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. ANDERSEN and CHRISTINE 
WHITEHEAD, as Personal Representatives for the 
Estate of DOROTHY ANDERSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 124445/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

I I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York IOOF 1 b E D - i 

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

(212) 558-5500 
MAR 1 5 "?f4:2 

3ouN I C ; l . ~ ~ K ~  OFFICE 
p~ r- w YOHK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23584 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. ANDERSEN and CHRISTINE 
WHITEHEAD, as Personal Representatives for the 
Estate of DOROTHY ANDERSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 124445/02 

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 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. 

,2012 

P 

:y for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs Attornd 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Andersen, Robert G. 

700 Broadway WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 ~ 3 4 2  
(212) 558-5500 

2383-25880 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114562/02 

SHARON BAIOCCO, Individually and Executrix i 
for the Estate of ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR., 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o New York 
A f i 7  ,2012 

I -. .”. 

’ \  

,# ~ 

tzrh6q. 
1, Attorney for Defendant 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Baiocco, Robert A. Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WElTZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 h E 0 
MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF= 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW 
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: 

GILBERT EUGENE CARMAN AND MARY 
ELLEN CARMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13566/02, 126045/02 

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 0 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New OF , N e  York 
$$277,2012 

Attorney Tor UeIendant Attorney lor riaintirrs Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Carman, Gilbert Eugene 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ’ 

E D  
(212) 558-5500 F.9jY 1 5 2012 

MAR 0 2 2012 2383-25728 



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.: 1 10269/02, 126806/02, 
j 11 1006/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY BETH BEIDL AND PAUL ANTHONY 
TERRY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 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 q&?r, 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Beidl, Mary Beth 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20049 



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.: 110269/02, 126806/02, 
j 11 1006/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY BETH BEIDL and PAUL ANTHONY 
TERRY, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
; 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 (j 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 , New York 

. .  

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Beidl, Mary Beth 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 1 5  2’D12 

(212) 558-5500” ~ KM 

f l  
I i;@‘S OEFW (-O\,i’. f’i (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heytler 

1235-1 7526 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY BETH BEIDL AND PAUL ANTHONY 
TERRY, 

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

j Index No.: 1 10269/02, 126806/02, 
j 11 1006/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coy., 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 Y rk New York 
14!++hO12 

. -  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Beidl, Mary Beth 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 O O O ~ , o L i N  ty GL 

\ L E 
M h ~  \ 5 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ERK’S OFF@ 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW WRK 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2383-29670 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 107 102/02, 1 19086/02 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL BISOGNO AND JUDITH BISOGNO, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND 0RT)ER -against- 

A, C. & S. N C . ,  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 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. 

, 2012 

-? 

, .,,< 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 

: 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25535 





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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER BUNES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110267/02, 126379/02 

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 5 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bunes, Walter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 5 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2 2012 1122-8754 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110267/02, 126379/02 

WALTER BUNES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., el 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Bunes, Walter 

WEITZ & LUXENBERC, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York -1 0003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

D MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-8257 



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

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

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

j Index No.: 110267/02, 126379/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER BUNES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Bunes, Walter 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAR \ 5 2''* (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2 2012 2383-29671 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13278/02, 1 19504/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN T. BYRNES, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOJM P. BYRNES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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: v l r ; k < N e w  York 
,2012 

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

700 Broadway 

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

2082-11212 

W4.R 0 2 2012 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 19386/00,124999/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY J. ALLEN AND ANNETTE ALLEN, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

I Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

without costs. 

,2012 

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

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

(212) 558-5500 

MAR I 5 2,012 
c O ~ ~ I  y CLERK'S OFFICE < NEW YORK 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 1 122-4053 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIVIAN HARRIETT, Administratrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM HARRIETT, 

PI aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET AL., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13966/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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 Y rk, N w York q!2f? ,2012 

Attorney for Defendan; 
Kentile Floors, Inc. HARRIETT, WILLIAM 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & K ~ N I G S B E R G Q P ~  
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 M ~ R  \ 5 lo1' 

OFFICE (212) 509-3456 200 
1y CLERKS 

COUN NEW .rmlc 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-8975 
' 7 022012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 15 1 85/05, 1 1 5 185/05 

BERNARD HOCHBERG, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSlTION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., 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 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, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York ?$?q ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. HOCHBERG, BERNARD 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBE 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 

New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 605-6200 

kfbR \ 5 T3'2 (2 12) 509-3456 
# s OFFICE 

Ty CLERK 
@J yoRK 

SO ORDEND, 
Hon. Sheky Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 2082-8780 



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

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

j Index No.: 106230/03, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERARD MCCARTHY, 

PI aint i ffs , i NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice 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 Yo N York 
2&B", 2012 

/ I 

Kerry&.ALd ok, Esq. I 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. MCCARTHY, GERARD 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 
New York, New York 10022 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

MAR 1 5 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

C O U N ~ ~  CLERK'S OWCL 
NEW YORK 

' ' a 201z 2082-6231 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I 
I LORETO PAPALIA, 

-against - 

j Index No.: 127449/02, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. PAPALIA, LORETO 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 131h F1 F "'1 L E D 
New York, New York 1002 

(2 12) 509-3456 MAR 5 ?"I2 
rO"NTy CI_ERKC'S omCF 

SO ORDERED, ' NEVVYQRK* 

2082-6229 



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

i complaint against defendant, Karnak Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

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

j Index No.: 121390/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of CHESTER 
PIETROWSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

~ no opposition thereto, 

-against- 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Karnak Corporation PIETROWSKI, CHESTER 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York 10022 MAR 1 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONICSB ELLED G, 
800 Third Avenue, 13' Fl 

q()LJ[\1 c\ E-\?KS OFFICE (212) 509-3456 

N[-\hl Y ORK 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 
1 :A/? 0 2 2 

781-16 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., ET AL., et al. ! 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

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

without costs. 



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

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

; Index No.: 121390/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of CHESTER 
PIETRO WSKI, [ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

I -against- 

, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests suminary 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 , N York @72?q7, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. PIETROWSKI, CHESTER 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 MAR 1 5 1,012 (2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 
I ,  , I  

SO ORDERED, ~ I Hon. Sh*-Kle2Heitler 



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.: 128019/02 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH AND LOIS RICH, 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 

A.C, & S., INC., et al., 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant@). 

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: @w$~IJ New York 
,2012 n 

&"en Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Rich and Lois Rich 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(2 12) 509-3456 

324-7256AK 



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

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

i Index No.: 1903 19/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK ROCK AND SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests sumniary judgment in the abave 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, w York +r&-, 2012 

t 
7 , 

I 
M&the$D. $mpar, Esq. 

t 
7 

I 
M&the$D. $mpar, Esq. 
AttorneyhQl&fendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rock, Mark 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

542-1470 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190270/11 , 

THOMAS A. TWNFAGLIA AND MARIE 
TRANF AGLI A, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al. : 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with' prejudice and 

without cosls. 

Dated: New lc N w York $?+/ ,2012 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs MAR 1 5 2fiI2 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Tranfaglia, Thomas A. 
W ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. ",uN 1 y cLERKS OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW .(ORK 

(212) 558-550 

Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 504-791 

;- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 



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.: 110157/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate ! 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET AL., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

,2012 

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

D 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ROCKMAKER, GORDON 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG,~ 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 1235-21 2 



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

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

i Index No.: 110157/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., ET., AL., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

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. 

,2012 

IQV 
*( CL€WS 
MEN yoRK 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. ROCKMAKER, GORDON 
MCGIVNEY & b U G E R ,  P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, I.$& 1 5 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 

of FIG€ 
\ 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. W ; k l e i n  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.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106962/05, 

BENNY ROMANO, 

PI ain ti ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

, 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 Yo Ne York 2pqL 2012 

ook, Esq. 
,-QuNTY CI.Z_RI.('S OFFICE Attorney for Defendant 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LL 
Kentile Floors, Inc. ROMANO, BENNY PEW Y m K  

2 
800 Third Avenue, 13' F1 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8977 

MAR 0 2 202f 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH ROSENBERG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

, et ul. 

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 109000/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., 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. 

,2012 
I I 

b ook, Esq. 
Attokey for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I * 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ROSENBERG, JOSEPH 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 



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 Index No.: 121775/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

EVA BUCHHOLZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES A. BUCHHOLZ, I 

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

84 LUMBER CO., et al., I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Miron Lumber Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Miron Lumber 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, Miron Lumber Co., Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

D Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Miron Lumber Co., Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

5 te?12 Estate of Charles A. Buchholz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 y c\-zMS OFFICE New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 

Hon. Shew KleizHeitler 
928-0002 

{NO 126985-1 } 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 114562/02 

SHARON BAIOCCO, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York ../.7)“, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Baiocco, Robert A. Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 M ~ 2  1 5 2012 

E30uN”Ty 6 ; ~ n ~ ’ s  OFFICE 
NEVJ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 Hon. Sherry Klein ceitler 

2383-25718 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

,- 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWXN BARR AND DOROTHY BARR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190430/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
a!*3’ ,2012 

Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVUEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT2 4% LuxENsmo, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

+\-;:\?KS OFFlCF 
fi,~j~,l~i \‘I‘ I’ 

NEW YODK 

10034743 

?lAR 822012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRUCE B. BEAMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110268/02, 125561/02 

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 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, Jnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York qh7/" ,2012 

- .  
y. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Beamer, Bruce B. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ 

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

M ~ R  \ 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 1122-6370 



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

- . .--.- 

i NYCAL 
i T.A.S. Part 30 

.A j (Heitlei-, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELTZABETII TRXFARI, 
j Index No.: 120622/02 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 ' L E D  

i 

CE 

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

WEKZ I% LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, 1.) 

Index No.: 120622/02 

, NO OPPOSITION 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCESCO RENNA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heit ler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 15942/03, 

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 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 ye p o r k  
,2012 

m k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. RENNA, FRANCESCO 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & K O N I G S F ~ L  
800 Third Avenue, 13* Fl 
New York, New York 10022 ‘ I92 

NFrW .rQBK 

? 5 

w- (2 12) 509-3456 
0 ~ \w’s OfF\CF 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-6233 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

j Index No.: 110157/05 

, ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET AL., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r Ne York 4&f7 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \ L E 
The Nash Engineering Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 I (2 12) 605-6200 

ROCKMAKER, GORDON 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONTGSBERG, 
800 Third Avenue, 13' F1 
New York, New York 1002 

1 5 lQ'2 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

505-1 17 



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

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

j lndex No.: 110157/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate ! 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., et al. 

~ 

Defendants, j 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/Wa Wolff & 

I 

& Thorndike of New York, f/k/a Wolff & Munier, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there 

Munier, 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, Fay Spofford 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/Wa Wolff & Munier, Inc., be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York qqr, 2012 

Kerry&m&M%ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/Wa ROCKMAKER, GORDON 
Wolff & Munier, Tnc. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 New York, New York 10022 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

(2 12) 605-6200 

1 " i . i  
SO ORDERED, 

530-25 



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

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

j Index No.: 110157/05, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate ! 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTER CO., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation, improperly pled as Flowserve 

Management Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Flowserve Corporation, improperly pled as Flowserve Management Company, with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Flowserve Corporation, improperly pled as Flowserve Management Company, be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13* Fl 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix of the Estate 
of GORDON ROCKMAKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 110157/05, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET AL., et u2. 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ROCKMAKER, GORDON 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3th FI 
New York, New York 10022 C O U ~ ~ y  cLERKS OFF= 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

WAR 1 5 zoI2 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 NEW yoRK 

1122-852 



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

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

j Index No.: 107102/02, 1 1  91 18/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. WILLIAMS AND BERNICE 
WILLIAMS, 

~ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ain ti ffs , 

-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 (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York qTa:l’. 2012 

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

Williams, James A. 
I .  , 4 ’ >  

cci , I *’ 

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

, (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1235-5086 



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

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

Index No.: 107 102/02, 1 191 18/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. WILLIAMS AND BERNICE 
WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

,2012 

I 

A 

Williams, James A. 4 “OQ Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway <, ,:; OFFICE 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 C a i n ’  il&! :iiW 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

23113-29669 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 19673/00 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

,2012 

- -  - .  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zabloski, Alexander 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

b ?  022012 
1122-22144 



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

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

j Index No.: 113279/02, 120896/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS R. CALABRESE AND WINIFRED 
E. CALABRESE, 

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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Calabrese, Nicholas R. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

D 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 WAR f 5 ‘i0Q 

C ~ N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, .~ 

NEW YORK 

1122-7696 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 13279/02, 120896/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS R. CALABRESE AND WINIFRED 
E. CALABRESE, 

j 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Calabrese, Nicholas R. 
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 MAR 1 5 2032 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

12357200 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

i Index No.: 113279/02,120896/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS R, CALABRESE AND WINIFRED 
E. CALABRESE, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 
~ 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Calabrese, Nicholas R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR 0 2 2012 
2383-25129 



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: 

JAMES A. WILLIAMS AND BERNICE 
WILLIAMS, 

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

j Index No,: 107 102/02, 1 19 1 18/02 

i 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 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, Courtw & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2012 

n _  

\ 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New Y 10003 

+’- Hon. Sh Klein Heitler 

Williams, James A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 ‘ ~ ~ N T Y  CLERK‘S OFFICE 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR 15 2012 

NEW YORK 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 11224563 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 10269/02, 1268 18/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE TUDISCO AND OLGA TUDISCO, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j 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. 

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

i 

{ERK'S OFFICE 
, NEWYORK 

-" -i Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tudisco, Michele 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE TUDISCO AND OLGA TUDISCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10269/02, 1268 1 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

atforney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

I ^  
i 

I s  r': 

4 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tudisco, Michele 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

r 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

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

I~ - -  

York 10003 

MAR Q 

1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
~ NEWYORK 

135-8174 



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

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

j Index No.: 1071 03/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE G. MANNING, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 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. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Manning, Lawrence G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York .J 0003 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 

7 0  ORDERED, NEW YORK 

MAR 1 5 2012 
y r,\-mK's OFFlCE 

1122-19574 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 13278/02, 1 19468/02 

HARRY TARNOWSKI AND BETTY 
TARN0 W SKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 o , N e  York * ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tarnowski, Harry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 13278/02, 1 19468/02 

HARRY TARNOWSKI AND BETTY 
TARN0 W SKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j 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 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. 

A p d n - 6  Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

* **. 
’ <  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tarnowski, Harry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 1235-5330 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERONICA SHEDLO W, Individually and Personal 
Representative for the Estate of STEPHEN M. 
SHEDLOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107086/01, 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

F I L E D  

FFlCE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Shedlow, Stephen M. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, 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 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 113567/02, 127329/02 

KIRIAKOS PAPPAS AND DIMITRA PAPPAS, 

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. 

Courter C o r n h y ,  Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Pappas, Kiriakos V P  
4 

New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 107401/02, 113481/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. MASTTN AND LENORA E. MASTIN, j 

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 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 

Ro Schw ,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Mastin, James P. 
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 MAR 1 5  13\' 

x 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. (212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2 2012 1235-4940 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 107401/02, 113481/02 

JAMES P. MASTIN AND LENORA E. MASTIN, ! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITlON 
[ 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 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. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
g - / b / ,  2012 

$1 

‘\ ’ 
f 

L 

E D  4 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mastin, James P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F 
MAR 1 5 2012 ! ’  

Hon. Sherry Kleinkitler MAR 0 2 2012 
- 

2383-25556 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRENCE J. MULLINS AND MARY 
MULLINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107101/02, 110257/02 

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, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

+ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mullins, Terrence J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

-1 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 @R 1 5 2012 1 

(212) 558-5500 COUN I'Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR '01' 1322-4368 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRENCE 3. MULLINS AND MARY 
MULLINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107101/02, 110257/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no apposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Mullins, Terrence J. 
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 vi 

RKs OFFICE 
cou\a i (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEN yo*' 

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRENCE J. MULLINS AND MARY 
MULLINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107101/02, 110257/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Mullins; Terrence J. I E D  
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR 1 5 2012 
New York, New York 10004 

COUN I Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

+- - 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 022012 
2383-2S563 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DALE L. LYONS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10270/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. , 

Dated: New Yo 

- ~ ,  . 

R%y Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Lyons, Dale L. F I L E D :  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR \ 5 

(2 12) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
\ y  CLERKS OFF’CE 

COON NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED, -- MAR 022012 

1235-8688 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DALE L, LYONS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110270/02 

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 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. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. X l ' i k i ~  1 5 ; g ; t  1 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3454 r ~ S J  YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100@,u,q ti ( ' 1  . lies OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 
2383-25691 



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

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

j Index No.: 113567/02, 127329/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KIRIAKOS PAPPAS AND DIMITRA PAPPAS, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTlON AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Yor , New ork 
@/5?$012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
M c G i w w  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pappas, Kiriakos 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, MAR 8 22OI2 

2383-25730 



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: 

JOHN R. SALTZER, SR. AND BONNIE 
SALTZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 107 1 00/02, 124268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

“I > 

\% 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Saltzer, John R., Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 m - (1 

1122-18988 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. SALTZER, SR. AND BONNIE 
SALTZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

Index No.: 1071 00/02, 12426S/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

... 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Saltzer, John R., Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

R 022012 
1235-18452 



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

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

j Index No.: 107100/02, 124268/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. SALTZER, SR. AND BONNIE 
SALTZER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Saltzer, John R., Sr. 
WEITZ 8~ 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 

- 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 2012 2383-25661 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 117541/02 
! VERONICA P. SCHWILK, Individually and as 

Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD R. 
SCHWILK, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New YorK. New York 

~ 

Roy Schwartz, E&. / 

E\LEQ + 4 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schwilk, Harold R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERONICA P. SCHWILK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD R. 
SCHWILK, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 117541/02 

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, pbrsuant 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. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schwilk, Harold R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- -"_ -  

(212) 509-3456 

c n  nDnEncn 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 117541/02 

VERONICA P. SCHWILK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD R. 
SCHWILK, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schwilk, Harold R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERONICA SHEDLOW, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
STEPHEN M, SHEDLOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107086/01, 1 19379/00 

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. 

Roy Schwartz, Es;. I /  
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Shedlow, Stephen M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
-I---------------- ------X 

Index No.: 122790-91 
ROBERT J. TUSSI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
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., 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., fWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

NAR 0 2 2012 



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.) 

i Index No.: 124444/02,127679/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH SYRACUSE AND JOSELLE 
SYRACUSE, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
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 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. 

,2012 

P l k '  K M  Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs E D  1 

1 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Syracuse, Joseph 4 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAR 1 5 2012 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York?v&& NEW YORK 

1 1-y CLERKS OFFICE 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

__ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No.: 123132-01 

PATRICIA WATERS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of STERLING H. WATERS and 
PATRICIA WATERS, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, MC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/& Q 
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 

32) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 201% 



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

n 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

GEORGE WREN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

-- 

Index No.: 101480-02 

NO OPPOSITION S U W Y  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 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 AMEFUCAN 

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. 

. I  

OFFICE 
&( d QD&!3m NEW .CORK 

fh York, NeGYork 1 

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 

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 

Index No.: 122789-01 
BARBARA FUZZO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH C. 
RIZZO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), 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 

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 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., Q 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, Xnc. 
2430 Route 34 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 sey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~~ 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No.: 103751l02 

ROSCOE ROWELL JR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., 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 wi 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith MTO'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 
- ._.. 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 119673/00 
j VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 

Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
Zabloski, Alexander 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21659 



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

_____ 

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

j Index No.: 1 19673/00 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

aok, Esq. ‘c, 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs @ \ L -E ‘ \  
Tishman Liquidating C o p  Zabloski, Alexander 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 4WH i;ryd YmK 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 

2383-4277 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM ANGEL0 AND NORMA ANGELO, 
i Index No.: 19033811 1,104018/00; 
12579999 

Plaintiffs, $ I 

-against- 
\ NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDEQ 
: A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prqjudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all dahns and cross claim against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the s m e  me hereby dismissed with Prejudice and 

without costs. 

. . (  
:a f 

Aurora Pump Company ANGELO, SAM \ d  
MCG~VNEY & KLUQER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENI~ERO, P.C. I $  

-:”!I ~ L 700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 I 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(22 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . i  t yri OFFICE 

<.IRK \;“I . 
i 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 10833724 



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 
EDWARD C. POULSEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104382/03 & 
126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Adience f/Wa 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. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.89253 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
j Index No.: 1 13567/02, 127329/02 
i KIRIAKOS PAPPAS AND DIMITRA PAPPAS, 

Plaintiffs, / 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 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 Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Pappas, Kiriakos 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 b E D 'i ~ 

I 
700 Broadway ' )  

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAR 1 5 2012 \ '  
(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

ccIul\17y (-;I WK'S 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 
JOHN P. BYRNES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119504/02 & 
1 13278/02 

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 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/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and withqut costs. 

> , ” ”* $*‘h 

-‘“Uh \I Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

I File No.: 473.88929 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
THOMAS H. VALONE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110524/02 & 
106808/02 

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 

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. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.88299 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O M  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROBERT J. LYDECKER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115157/02 & 
107004/02 

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 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 witho 

% wcJ."?$: " 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, %il*b \+) 

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

& COURTNEY, P. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - 

F I L E  File No.: 473.88282 

MAR 1 5 2922 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCF 

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 
GARY L. FARNHAM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17982/02 & 
107006/02 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 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/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MEN 
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.: 473,88220 
(914) 345-7301 

- F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 1 5 2Ol2 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
HAROLD L, GREEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120391/01 & 
104298/02 

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 f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition ther 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 

prejudice and withgut cqsts. 

xto, 

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

D 12 
0 

, O'BFUEN MA- ' 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, w*,\+y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.'\P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2 2012 



WHEmAS, Defendant Burnham Holdings, Inc., as successor to Burnham Corp. (“Bumham”), 

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff’s complaint against Burnham, 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 Burnham, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
2/17 3 ,2012 

LEVY, PMLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 

CULLEN AND DYKMAN 
177 Montague Street 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintif 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
Counsel for Defendant 

00203041.WPD MAR 0 2 2012 



JAMES GUCK 

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

Index No. 19036840 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant Bumham Holdings, Inc., as successor to Burnham Corp. (L'Bumham"), 

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Burnham, 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 Burnham, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
$e,bwv\I 23 , 2012 

LEVY, PHILL~PS & KOT~IGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

CULLEN AND DYKMAN 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 1 
Counsel for Defendant 

I \ \ - -  4" 

NAR 0 2 2012 
0020304 1. WPD 



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

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

RAYMOND A. THOMPSON I.A.S, Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108723/00 & 

122 198/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, 

Inc. YWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88153 

D .  improperly named as Premier €Fa, fra o A a, 
530 Saw Mill River Road MAR 1 5 ""22 i 

1 

(914) 345-7301 

SO OWERED, 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

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

FRANK SERRAVALLO T.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100779/03 & 
107088/0 1 & 1 19379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

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

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

Attorneys for Adience f1Wa B 

Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa B 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 



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

Index No: 122205/99 & 
108603/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMT, Tnc., 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 f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

improperly named as Premier P efractories, E D '  4 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BM 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI !<,; 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

1 5 2012 I 

Elmsford, New York 10523 ;:nxS OFFICE 
\>'tj YORK G P  (914) 345-7301 

File No.: 473.88145 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shw Kl#n Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

KENNETH NIXON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124487/02 & 

100455/05 

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 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 flWa 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 

Attorneys far Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

EAR 1 5 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ALBERT DUELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 11 1642/03 & 
1 10260/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, 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 and without costs. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 473,90920 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

L \KS OFFICE 
V3EK C' 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

FRITZ BUHRER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123935/02 & 

104 1 89/03 

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 

321 2, 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 fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and withput c sts, 4. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, " *  

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 
(914) 345-7301 

/ File No.: 473.891 18 
... . .  

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LOWELL THOMPSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107004/02 & 
115179/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O M E R  

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 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 withopt costs. 

O W  
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, 
MAR 1 5 kt012 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

RALPH RUGGIERO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107403/02 & 

1 14095/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMT, 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 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

NICHOLAS C, LATZER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12521 1/02 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

Dated: ~ ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No,: 473.88959 

E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIW 
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 
PAUL KARTIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113567/02 & 
1273 12/02 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ~.t%> 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(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 
DAVID WEISSMAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105582/03 & 
12693 7/02 

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 

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. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

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

(914) 345-7301 



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

IN liE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAXXMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE SPRENG, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, 
et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No: 190297-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-l__--rl_l____------_1_______1_1________----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

be and the same are hereby dismissed defendant, N E E M  

with prejudice A /  d without c ts. 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

F D 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 
- MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE SPFWNG, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al. 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190297-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JCTDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PCC TECHNICAL INDUSTRIES, INC., i/s/h/a PCC TECHNICAL 

INDUSTRIES, INC. f/Wa Automation Industries, hc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant PCC TECHNICAL INDUSTRIES, INC., i/s/h/a PCC TECHNICAL INDUSTRIES, 

INC. f/k/a Automation Industries, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

INDUSTRIES, INC., i/s/h/a PCC TECHNICAL INDUSTRIES, INC. flkia 
" I& 

s H~ Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i k u t  cpsts. 

E 
- - -. 1 . 1  , J  urj-.,GL 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
PCC TECHNICHAL INDUSTRIES, INC. 
i/s/h/a PCC TECHNICHAL INDUSTRIES, 
INC., fMa Automation Industries, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

~ p w  y c p K  

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 618-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN FU NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LIT I G A T IO N 

This Document Relates to: 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE SPRENG, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et al, 

Defendant@). 

SO ORDERED, 

Index No,: 190297-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, GENERAL CABLE CORORATION i/s/h/a GK TECHNOLOGIES, INC. fMa 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, GENERAL CABLE CORORATION 

i/s/h/a GK TECHNOLOGIES, INC. fMa General Cable Corp., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

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

GENERAL CABLE CORORATION i/s/h/a GK TECHNOLOGIES, INC. fk/a General Cable Corp., be and the 

dis L issed with prejudice and 
I 

New Yo%, i e w  York 10036 
(212) 618-1575 

without costs. 

, m R  1 5 2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
GENERAL CABLE CORORATION 
VsMa GK TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
fMa General Cable Corp. 
2430 Route 34 

- Wanasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

!"BAR 0 2 2017 



1 I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE SPRENG, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, 
et al. 

Defendant(s). 

Index No: 190297-1 I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, NIBCQ, Inc., be and the same are 

 LE^^^ OFFICE W 
Lisa M. P a s c a r e l l G w  F,, YORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLE 
NIBCO, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

AttorneyEor Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

(732) 528-8888 

m 4  "* i 
L< .* L" I! ' '2 SO ORDERED, 

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



- -  

This document relates to: 

PATRICIA LAMB0 lndex No.: 109588-06 

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

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

Plaintiffs coinplaiiit against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

2-\,>\\L 

Weitz and Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneurno Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4t" Floor 
New Yo& New York 10004 MAR 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - - f f l - l - - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 104150/00 
125771/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI3 ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defen 
Robert Joseph Schmidt  Burn ham LLC 

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11!$1!# 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 9 5 IN2 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 CLERKS OF' 

No.: 1108C 
SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2Oit 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X f f - l - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X - - - - - - - f - l - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
HELMUT P. SIEMER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 125136/00 
105615/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

.". &7* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, A. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Helmut P.  S i e m e r  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

eitler 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
B u m  ham L LC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1945 
(718) 855-9000 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL - - f - - - l l f - f - l - - l _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X __________________--__f__f___l l l_____ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110180/00 
MICHAEL J. SUSINO 117863/00 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURhTHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq." 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
M i c h a e l  J. S u s i n o  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-2911 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL - - - - l l l l - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100587 /00  
JACK TOLOMEO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

*" 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. w~b-&2L 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys fo r  Plaintiff 
Jack Tolomeo 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

E D  

FFICE 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-3088 
(718)  855 -9000  

- 1' 

MAR 0 2 2012 



ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X -_______------ff l l -____________f_l___ 

This Document Relates to: 
JOSEPH QUINN 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler 

Index No.: 108603 /00  
122205 /99  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGhBNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph Quinn Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500  (718) W - 9 0 0 0  

e No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - - - - l - f - l t - l - - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE J. SABO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 123481/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

D Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700  Broadway, ljth Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 -9000 NEW YORK 

George J. Sabo Burnham LLC MAR 1 5 2012 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Yc@,N&l@@W''s OFFICE 

NO.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - - l - l l - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X __-______--------- - -_f l f f l___________ 

This Document Relates to: 
THADDEUS SARAMA 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 111124/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
W \ W  / 2 0 m  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. >L3 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thaddeus Sarama 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

I L E '  

Cullen and Dykman LL 
Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED: _ "  

MAR 0 2 2012 



JOSEPH SIZAMEK, 

Plain tiff, 

-agai 11s t - 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
( h i  tler, J.) 

Index No.: 105282/2000 
100752/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEEL ER-D 01Ut- 

WHEREFURRE, deferidant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' co~~~plzlint against dcfcntlant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice tu all co-defendants, 011 c l a h s  and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILEll COMPANY, be and the same BI'C hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
nq"& 2012 

A ttor~rreys for Phiit tiffs 
700 13roadway 
New Yurk, New York 10003 
( 2  12) 558-5500 



ERNEST J. I.IORNEY, Jr. and ROSEMARY I IOI'ZNEY, 

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

Index No.: r)6- 1 15829 
97- 1 I3280 
9s-111074 
99- I0456 1 

Plaintiffs, 

WHEREFORE, defendniit KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requcsts s i immaly judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid Rules 

Section 3212, disinissing plilintiffs' complain1 against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with ptejutlicc, mid there being 110 opposition thereto. 

ORDEXED, that upon notice to all co-clefeentlants, all claiiiis atid cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DONI-OLIVER BOII~EK COMPANY, be and the satiic are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, Ncw York 
02.&$ .,2012 

Aitoiweys for PlnirrriSfY 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York IO003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
/ItfOr.lW}W for* Deft?rrrlrrlIls 
KEELER-D ORR- 0 LIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
Ilai.rison, New York 10528 

151 

MAR 022012 



I;.DWAIU> 1. BRODERICK atid ELIZABETH BRODERIC‘K, 
NO OPPOSITION 
S IJRIMAlZY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
iMomoN AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
ICEELEIt-DOIIR- 
OLIVER BROILElZ 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. COMPANY 
Y -------t--ff-””-”-*’--------~-.~.--------”-----~~-----------””-*-”----~ 

IYHEREFURE, tlefeiidatil KEEI,EII-DOI~-OLIVER HOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgincnt i n  the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ colnplnint agaitist defendant KEELER-I)ORII-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that iqioti notice to all co-defcndauts, all claiiiis and cross-claims against defendant . 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Ncw York, New York 

At/o iwys  for Plniirt~J~ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

MAR 0 2 2012 



WHEREAS, Defendant BURNHAM, LLC , requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against 

BURNHAM, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

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

BURNHAM, LLC, be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

&&d& J. Tully, Esq. A s e p h  An 
LEVY, PHILLIPS LKONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

CULLEN & DYKMAN, LP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 1 1201 I L E D 

MAR 1 5 2012 Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Defendant 

UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

002WO4l .WPD 

MAR 0 2 2012 



FRANKLIN DONALD HULL (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N- CP 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114961/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hgqison, New York 

Paul Jose hs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

4 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER 

MAR \ 5 2012 
(212) 661-1151 

S0OrnErnDr& 

._- 

J.S.C. 
MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CHARLES FUNICELLO 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103523/03 & 
126681/02 

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 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 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
SILVIO CESTRA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1044 16/03 & 
126934/02 

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. 

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

MARKS, O ' N u ' B w  
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
Rile No.: 473.89121 

(7 

MAR 8 2 2012 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 122138-01 
102742-02 

JOSEPH OREFICE and MADELINE OREFICE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION GND 
ORDER 

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., f N 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 dis iss 

prejudice and without costs. F\LEQ 4 i 

MbR \ 5 'Ea2 

A a-yow 

-1 

ERKs OFF\CE 

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 

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 

This Document Relates To: 

VALENAN PAWLICZAK and THERESA 
PAWLICZAK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 102002-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., 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, 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 

iQ TRANE US INC., fWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hesby di 
' 

&v E 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg ilS % 9; Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.. % ..Y .~ IU \ '* .-- Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 111- ------I--I*.---YUY.-l-IY- 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 112010-05 

TERI L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES PORTER, 

101248-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_-  
WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., flWa 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 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
-- (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __f_____- l___ - - f__ - -_______f l____f____  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _____- -____- - -__ - - - -_____ f_____ f_____  

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN S. ZEBRACKI 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
-X __-____--__-- - - - - - - -______l_____f____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 106645/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar! 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicf 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

and cross claims against defend 

prejudice and without costs. 

y** 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %%& 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John S. Zebracki 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

to all co-defendants, a11 claimE 

nt BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witl- 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
WILLIAM HENRY RICH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.j 

Index No: 105931/03 & 
1280 19/02 

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/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 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

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 
RAYMOND HODGE, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102372/03 & 
127888/02 

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 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
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 

File No,: 473.89794 
(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 
WILLIAM F. HASSLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102478/03 & 
127886/02 

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 

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. 

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, 

e No.: 473.89793 

* _  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ f - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - l l l - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______-----_____----_I__l_________f_l l  

This Document Relates to: 
RICHARD A .  WALIGOVSKA 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 103278/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BU- LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
R i c h a r d  A .  Waligovska 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

F I L E I :  
MAR 1 5 2012 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

O u r  File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
- -X _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION - -X 
This Document Relates to: 
THOMAS WILLIAMS 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et a l . ,  

Defendants. 
- -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _  _ I - _ _ _ _ d - - _ _ _  

NYCAL 
1.A.S: Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 106981/ 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

0 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto,  

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs.  a 
MAR 1 5 1012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas Williams B u m h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1 

SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry K. Reitler 
MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __________________- -____ l_______ f f_ l__  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES E. WILSON 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 119376/00 
107190/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Bro 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
James E. Wilson 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDER 

Hon. Sherry K.*Heitler 

E D  I 

" "$12 
I 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u m  ham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 



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

WJ3EEFOKE, defendant Bradford White Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Bradford White Corporation with prejudice, 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

E D  Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 (212) 244-9500 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
AIforney for Plainti% Attorney for De fendant, NEW YORK 
Harry Charles Riker 

One Penn Plazaa, Suite 1801 
New Yark, New York 101 19 MAR 1 5 2012 

Bradford White Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10563/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . -. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

T h i s  document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

MICUEL 0. FLYNN, 
Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. : 120391/01 
104304/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant Lo 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I  D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey ,07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherr) Klein Heitler U R  ob2202 



536.12408/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

HARVEY FIALA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 7 0 0 7 / 0 2  
1 1 5 3 5 4 / 0 2  

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 , dismissing plaintiff s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry'Klein Heitler 



536.12441/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

GUY MARKS, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

(Honorable Sherry Klein HeitLer 

Index No. : 106581/02 
112932/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and t 'ae  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

DATED : 
East Hanover, Ne 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable She?@ Klein Heitler 



ROBERT J, MC GRAW (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 12268212002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

REELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

"= ' h  

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

''\:\ h 

(2 12)55 8-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
COMPrnY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

E L  E D  
MAR 1 5 2812 

COUN i Y  CLLRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JOSEPH J. LUNGA (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 123 16512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , *'\ MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plnintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 MAR 1 5 2012 

COUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WALTER LOWE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 127960/2002 
12444412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendunt 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ''h '1 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. %\ 
Attorneys for  Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 D F 1 k,. 
(212) 661-1151 MAR 1 5 li372 



JOHN S. HAWKINS Jr. (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 10751412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVJCR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DOFtR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

I 
Dated: .Harrison, New York 

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

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

f r.8 (212) 661-1151 
1 TA; i.*2 r2 \!& b 

(J3W I y 

SO ORDERED: 
c ; \ 2 ~ - \ : ~ ~  OFFICE 

pltw YQRK 



WILLIAM E. HARDY (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 12668512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison. New York 

*\--+” 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.cr-.*,i”., 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

t, 

(2 12)558-5500 

I 

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

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2912 

COIJN~Y CLEFIKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



THOMAS L. GERACE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 12618712002 
11356612002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

O D E R E D ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

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

4 
COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck A v e n F  \ 
Harrison, New York 10528 4 

(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

MAR 1 5 2012 



EUGENE GELSO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 12332412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

JCEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

*i* Tw+"l: k 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\) 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

n n 
c__.---J? --- 

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

COMPANY 
SO0 Mamaroneck Avenue F 1 
Hamson, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

MAR 1 5 2912 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2072 



JOAN M. COSBEY (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 101 129/2003 
12444412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

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

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER F I . . k R  
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 5 00 MAR 1 5 z b  Q 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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

FLORENCE COPPOLA (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Index No. : 12444412002 
103 1 80/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEIIELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff AllotneysforDefendunt E I L E D 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BO ER 
MAR 1 5 2012 COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK (212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: ? 
J.S.C. 



BERNARD M. CHAMBERLAND, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 12717612002 
1 1356712002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Datedid€arrison, New York -- Paul Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue D I 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER B 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

MAR 1 '2 2012 

SO ORDERED: lY I-w YORK 
- y l d ,  % ,t :.ciVS OFFICE 

MAR 0 2 2012 



AGNES CESTARE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 116052/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B 

MAR 1 ’ ‘”* 
(212) 661-1151 



WILLIAM C. BOYLE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12718612002 
11356712002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway BELER-DORR-OLIVER %OILER 

Harrison, New York 10528 MAR 1 5  2012 (212) 661-1151 
.- 

SO ORDERED: 



VITO A. ALONGI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120615/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WNEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

\ 

~ ' 1-w - 
%. > 

* +% 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

a$--. 
Paul Josep s, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  i 
MAR 1 5 2012 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

J.S.C. 

COLIN 1 Y CI..EI?KS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORTS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

ClAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12444412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requr 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPAP 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defend 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

and without costs. 

" I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B h E b  b. 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue MAR 1 5  . 

CQUN ry C L E R ~  (212) 661-1 151 
NEW YO 

MAR 0 2 2012 



THOMAS MCCAFFERTY (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
02.10 zo 12- 

Dated: 
N e w Y d ,  &w Yo$:' , 

$?* : 
I ,$, r 

2% 

- " v i 4  ,+,t 
v g:>', 9t 

'r 

* bz % 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B W h y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM MILETI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requc 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPAP 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defend 

KEELER-DORFt-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

and without costs. 

(22. la Dated: 

WA - -1-.. 
%*< \ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '$3 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY M4R 1 5  
(21 2)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 ';Wq I Y C:L.FR / (212) 661-1 151 NEW Y( 

Honorable & 



LLOYD PATTERSON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X r"-_l__---------"--l_------------I-I-------------"-------------"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 0 2 * 1 @ .  -1) 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plainttr 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 5 

Q 700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SOORDE rn E 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.10564/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

MARK D . ASHTON, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 103375/01 
120396/01 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Uni-ed Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an.d 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with 

4ttorneys for Plain & FLINN 
700 Broadway 
!Jew York, New York 10003 

venue, Suite 350 

3 0  ORDERED, 



536.12414/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 118980/02 
ERIC E. DREIMILLER, 1 0 6 6 9 5 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 

vs a 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wi:? 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

MAR 1 5 8 2 2  

& FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

_+"." " 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable she&+ Klein Heitler 

MAij 0 2 2012 



536.10958/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

DENIS A .  DONAHUE, : Index No.: 102421/02 

: (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebl 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla 

with 

ma and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the - - 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without E D  
MAR 1 5  2012 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35c: 

SO ORDEREP, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.12433/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 106572/02 
CARL CUCCO , JR . , 112736/02 

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witbut 

f p  
4v - 

e(' 

MAR 1 5 %\2 

WEITZ & LUXENB 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINN 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

E 



536.12676/AJM 
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, 

vs * 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106708/02 
116074/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

URPHY , GAROFALO 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10453/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ . . . . . . . . . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

: Index No.: 104521/02 
120399/01 

: (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

a same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

F I  
MAR 1 5 r'I'^F2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York LOO03 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 



536.12686/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

ED K. BO, Deceased, 

(Honorable SLAerry Klein Heitler 

Index No. : 114898/02 
106706/02 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

& FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorabltk She"rryk1e in He i t 1 er 

MAR 02zu1'z 



536.12674/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 110714/02 
FREDERICK W. JACOB, 107003/02 

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CQRPOWATIOK, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition chereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims aqainst defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the - - 

same are hereby dismissed with pre judice  and without D 
DATED : 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, ‘GF?-AHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Aveniie, Suite 35 
P.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable 8 



536.11538/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heit-er) 
This document relates to: 

JOHN A. HYNES, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOMTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

: Index No.: 104165/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

DATED : 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.10563/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ .... . .. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

HAROLD L. GREEN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: Index No.: 120391/01 
104298/02 

: (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 
MAR 1 5 XI? DATED : 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 



536.12414/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN A. GENTILE, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 118977/02 
106695/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herehy 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c F st J. C 
MAP I 5 " ~ J ; Z  

ORTIZ, ESQ.Y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable She& Klein Heitler 



536.12672/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES A. FRETTO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 7 0 0 6 / 0 2  
117983/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporati 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ##p . 1 5 ??I? 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
UEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Ittorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Yew York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 
NEW YORK 

GARRITY, & R A W ,  MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys fo r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, - 
Honorable Sherry"'K1ein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



JAMES BARRY (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----------------_r"________l_rlr_r_f_lr_--------"-"------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
ox. IO. lo (L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler CCkJNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



- - . . . . - - . . . . . - .. . . . .. . -. .. - _... . . . . . 

-- ." I_ .f 

Index No. 116498/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

MUNACO PACKING & RUBBER CO., TNC. et a1 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ______________-___"-_____I______________------"-"-_--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Munaco Packing & Rubber 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, Munaco Packing & Rubber Co., Inc., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, Munaco Packing & Rubber Co., Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Mineola, New York 
February 14,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiff, 
Wilentz, Goldman & S itzer, PA 
I I O  William Street, 2&' Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

P 

&e<en L. Keats, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant, 
Munaco Packing & Rubber Co, Tnc. 
13 1 Mineola Boulevard 
Mineola, NY 1 150 1 



WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM arid FRANCIS 
MARY GORHAM , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

GLOBAL 

Plaint iff, JUDGMENT 

-ago ins t - 

ZY-'TECH G1,ORAL INDUSTRIES, et al., ZY-TECII 

Dcfcnrlant , INDUSTRIES 
X ---------------_----__________I_________-~~*-"~~---------------------- 

IYIiEREFUXE, clefclldatlt ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complnint against defendant ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, 
with prejudice, a i d  there being 110 apposition thereto, 

co-defendants, all claims ant1 cross-clninis agaiizst 
LIES, be and the same are Irereby dismissed with 

I 
I 
j 
I 
! 
I 

1 

1 
! 

I 
i 

I 

I 

i 



GIN0 CORBELLINI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------------_-__I---______I_____________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
0 2  * l o .  -1z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

rrnnfl 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite SODUNTY CLERKL ;:I! krCF 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILEMAR 1 5 d L >  1. 

NEW YORK 
(212) 661-1 151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



WILLIAM CAHILL (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----_-__1_1____"11__-------------------------------------------------- 

WHEmFOM,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 I 

4 

P 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. L -  9 

Attorneys for  Defendant 4 & 1 ';, J KEELER-DORR-OLIVE - In# 

f r r k - l q g  WER 
amaroneck Ave., Suite 501 Ivk L J  I 

arrison, hew York 10528 

I 

Honorable Sherry R . --  



ED ACERRA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_r_______________l_---------------------------""---------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
QL. (0. -\2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintir 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2 ) s  8-5 500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



ROCCO F. AMATO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMlMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_________r__________________I___________-----------__----------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: PL 

0 2 . + 0 . W I ~  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

.. . 

Honorable Sherry Klein-keitler 



LOUIS J. ANGELILLO (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _---------_*_r__----______l_fr__________---------------------_-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
Q'L.{Q.Zc3( 'L .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 50 1 

0 2 2012 



EMIL J. COPPOLA (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___11__*11-1-___f__ffl-------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P. 
Attorneys for Plainti# 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



THOMAS WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106981/2000 
1 19376/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?\" MARTNGOODMAN, LLP. MAR 1 5 2012 
Attorneys for Plaintzg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY NEW YORK 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER ~ 8 . v ~  I 1  CLERK'S OFFICE 

, . -- 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



JACK TOLOMEO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100587/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVI?,R BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

/ -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PZaintifjf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 1 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 MAR I 5 2012 

SO ORVERED: 



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 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 

ttorneys for Defendant 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

........................................................................ X (Heitler, 1.) 
This Document Relates to: 

CARMAN, GILBERT EUGENE (DEC.) 126045/02 

X _____________________________________1__-------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
WMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO ........................................................................ 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 & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MAR 1 5 :!:?2 

w m z  & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

S & McMANU 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
RUCTION CO., INC. 

on, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA and JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, : NYCAL 

X _________-----______________I___________----------------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 18978-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ___-_rrl________"___________l_________l_----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI(;t 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NEW 'ff)RK 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 
h 

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: 

FEDERICO FOCELLA and JOSEPHINE 
FOCELLA, : NYCAL 

X --rl_____l__-l"______--------------------------------"---- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106695-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

P 

. * *  ~ 4- : '9, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YORK 

MAR 1 5 
599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLWK S Of FlCs 

SO ORDERED, T 7 i i $ & i c ) 5 3 6 - 3 9 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
MARIA FINNEGAN, as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of PETER FINNEGAN, and MARIA : 
FINNEGAN, Individually, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Index No(s).: 100052-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _1_1______--_--_________I_______________~-~~------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, A 

1 

- 

lford Kneis, Esq. 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR 1 5  T 2  

OFFICE 
- _ . I  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603P~f i~y  Cl-L\{\<:; 
(212) 536-3900 

- D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106706-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFWER 

Defendants. 
X ---------_-----_r-lrlr__________________----"-""--------- 

WHEIREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there t 0, 

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 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue \ y  CLERK'S OFF[= 

NEW vow New York, NY 10022-603Wq 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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., TNC. 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 

+A 98 
f l fLhM k f l #  

'WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

'TISHMANCONSTRUCTION MAR 1 5 2012 

Interest to 'I'ISHMAN R E m &  CLERKS OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YQRK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, MAR 0 2 2012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: DECEMBER 2011 FIFO ____I___________________________________-----------------------~-------~ 

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 
21 3 , 2012 

e= 
, &=-d$&/F+-d/. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D 
TY, DEMERS & McM 

SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Nn CLERKS OFFIC~ 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. ~~~E~ 5 9 1 2  
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson. New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



CLIFTON ENOCH ROBINSON (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ""_-_lfl_____________--ll--"------------------------"-------------------- 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
oz* ro*  Z O I L  

Rodri@ Armand, Jr., Fdq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Y, ., . 
4 *  

, r\ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. e '  
Attorneys for Pluintrf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendmi 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



ANTHONY M. IACONO (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

I -against- 

I KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1866/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 89% 
oz.o/. ZOIL 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER B 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite (2 12)558-5500 
Harrison, New York 10528 MAR 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED: 

( L I L )  001-1 131 



ALPHONSO JACKSON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------““________--_ll__________l_______-------~~-----------~~~-----~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
l 0 Z . q ~  W t L  

Rodr igghknd ,  Jr., Esq? 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plniniijjr 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

AZELER-DORR-OLI VER BO F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

I (212) 661-1 151 



GERALD KAMMERMAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __________________-"____l__l____________------------------------------ 

WZZEREFOW, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
01. CY\ * z o m  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 20003 COMPANY I 

K E E L E R - D O R R - O L I Y E R B ~ ~  L E D 
MAR 1 5 2012 (2 12)55 8-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL _Itr_rf_"l__*___________________________------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 11 1228/2001 
12 143 1/2001 

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: 

RONALD M. KIRK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORZERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DOl2R-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
oz. 01 . w ( L  

+% w WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *A%% 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5SOO 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 5 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

U L E D  
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER B 

(212) 661-1 151 MAR 1 5  2012 ; 



BESSIE F. LA BARBERA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ______1_-_1_____________l_l___________r_-~~----------~~_~----------"~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: : I 
o z *  01 * 2012-  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500MamaroneckAve., Suite501 F I L E D 
Hamson, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

- 
MAR 1 5 8 1 2  -: - (212) 661-1151 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR a 2 20191 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In RE NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Plaintifs 
Index No. 190286-1 1 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMEhT AND OEWER 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of 

name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) ('Wavistar") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

titled case, pursuant to CPLR 43212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Navistar, along 

with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no opposition hereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only known as Navistar, 

Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/-' 

- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlet, J.S.C. 

Corporation, (now by operation of name 
change only known as Navistar, Inc.) 
50 S. 1 6 ~  Street, 22"d Floor 
Two Liberty Place 
Philadelphia, PA 19 102 F \ L  

Date: 



DOMINIC A. IULA (Dec.), 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

W C A L  
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1244102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

Ivr ' ' 'JFFlcp 
rir 



EZRA CLARK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------------------_-_f____l_f__________l"----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BO 

COMPANY F I L E D  I 500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite.501 
Harrison, New York 10528 MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

MAR 022012 



FRANK M. COLABELLA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------__1---1------________I___________--------------~----------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
o x .  \ O  .zocL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

so 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Hehler 

Attorneys.for Defendant 
KEELERDORR-OLIVER  OILER 
COMPANY MAR I 5 2012 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 c O U ~ ~ y  CLERKs OFFICE 
(212) 661-1 151 NEW wRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH SANTIAGO, 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ c - c _ c _ 1 _ 1 1 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

X - 1 _ _ c 1 _ _ 1 1 1 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - - c 1 1 1 1 - l l  

Plaintiff(s), 
“against- 

NYCAL 
LA,$. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190445-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, sued herein 

as “WEYERHAEUSER CO.”, and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries 

and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns 

(“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pusuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against 

Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: February 1,2012 

700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 

th 

WEITZ & LUX EN BERG^. 3 MCGUI~EWOODS LLP - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

0 

SO ORDERED, 

0105 MAR I 5 2C12 

Honorable Sk6-y Klein Heitler 





-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 126937102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summaryjudgrnent in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& 

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 Q& be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

2/%lA& 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 700 Broadway 

E I L 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Joseph Blaso 

MAR 1 5 2 8 2  Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF~CE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL COWORATION hereby requests 

summaryjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION ct& 

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 o& be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Scott C. Allm 
flEITZ & 
700 Broadway 

Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Paul M. Marquardt 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

n American Optical Corporation 

_. 

SO ORDERED, 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK CALDERONE and BERNADETTE : 
CALDERONE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 120392-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

A.C. and S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ______1--1-----_______________________rl----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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: 

' :  
\> 

k . 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 YorcNY 10022-6030 MAR 1 5 2012 

COLJIV I , L.IiK's 0 F ~ j c ~  
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& 4 GATESLLP 

F I L E D  : <  

A d n e y s  for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ED K. BO and JOAN BO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC, et al,, 

Index No(s).: 106706-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &LkT! 
New ork. New York 

i 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

700 Broadway MAR 95 201;? 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - ~ N  J-Y r'i ERKS 

kEM/ Y a  

SO ORDERED, 





WEF.&FORE, defendant, TISHMAN COTU'STRUCTION CORPORATION sihla TlStlMAN 

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 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 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 CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f&h 2012 

-+-+. . 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
1 10 William Street 
26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

VAttomeys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION s/h/a TISHMAN 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 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. coUNj-y cLERws 

Albertson, New York 11507 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANU 
Attorneys for Defendant 

200 I.U. Willets Road Nm YORK OFF& 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGh JT 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO 
MOTION AND ORDER 

........................................................................ 

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 

d 

E 

-._ 
JAMES EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McM 
Attorneys for Defendant 

V TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION MAR 15 ~ 3 2  CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. COuN%Ew y Q R ~  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CLERKS OFFICE 

/ 200 I.U. Willets Road 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO ---____-____________________c____________----_---------*---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON 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: ubertson, New York 

wwrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

ttorneys for Defendant I L E D 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

MAR 1 5 7fjt2 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. COUNl y CLERK'S OFFICE 
200 I .U.  Willets Road hJ1-W UORK 
Albertson, New York 11507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

........................................................................ X (Heitler, J .) 
This Document Relates to: 

DEPIETRO, STEVEN M. (DEC.) 101984/03 

X ........................................................................ 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMA 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CONSTRUCTlON 
CORPORATION, as Successor in MAR 1 5 lqYt2 
lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

so ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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 

TISHMANCONSTRUCTION MAR 1 5 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
lnterest to TISHMAN REAL&J&JTY CLERKS O F F I S  
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

NFW VORK, 



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 

... -""* Lr -.,\ 
'..* --- 

PI 'LED WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IIMUTY, DEMERS & McM 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

neys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor i n M M  1 5 2012 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN&.oUNIY CI-cRK'S OFFICE 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

NEW YORK 

5433 
SO ORDERED, 

2 2018 ,\ ,"p 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, 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, N Y  10003 

/ I  

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 2 ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
A l b e r w  ork 11507 
(516) 294-5433 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 113616/2004 
112123/2002 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ------_r_l________------------------~----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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 AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. J/a(t l  a 
k 

- r m  

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700 MAR 1 2012 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant couNn CLERK‘S OFFICE 
Vivian Smith and Jacqueline Smith American Optical Corporation NEW YORK 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 F 1 L E D 
White Plains, NY 10601 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
JOAN M. RYBACKI,, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. RYBACKI, and JOAN A. 
RYBACKI, Individually, (Heitler, J,) 

__11_"__"____________-----------------I-------------------------~ 

_______1__1_____________________________"------------------------~ 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index Nos.: 116797/2007 
114857/2002 
106706/2002 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL COWORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Joan M. Rybacki and Joan A. Rybacki 1 

SO ORDERED, 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 F 1 L E D 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 I 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 MAR 1 5 2012 1 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
I 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1 1 13 16/2002 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 on& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Scott C. Allan 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 , 

Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  RENZULLI LAW FIRM~LL 

i r  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Shirley Cirbus American Optical Corporation 

MAR 1 5 2012 

couNr/ CLERK'S QFF,CF 
NEW YORK 

MAR o 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
CATHERINE SNECKENBURG, as Personal NYCAL 
Representative for the Estate of CHARLES 
SNECKENBURG, and CATHERINE (Heitler, J.) 
SNECKENBURG, Individually, 

.................................................................. 

.................................................................. 

I..A.S. Part 39 

Index No.: 1 12709/2002 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

and without costs. ua/& 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Catherine Sneckenburg 

L 
1 .  

D 
Scott C. Allan 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
RENZULLI LAW FIRMFL~ E 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-12&1~NpY CLERKS OFFICE 
Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 
American Optical grporation 

MAR 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h m e K  keitler MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
GIOVANNI ROTOLO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of LUISA ROTOLO, and GIOVANNI 
ROTOLO, as Proposed Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SALVATORE ROTOLO, 

fl___"_"__r_-r-_-______II_______________---------------------_---- 

___________1__"_-___---------------------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 103872/2003 
Plaintiff, 126682/2002 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. v%\/ik 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Giovanni Rotolo 

-~~ 
SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

W 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 MAR 1 5 2012 

CLERK'S OFFICE White Plains, NY 10601' 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 COUNn 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1 1799Y2002 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

I, 

Scott C. Allan 
o a l z  laol a 

Sarnzl Meirowitz v\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 1 5 3'1,12 
Mary Lou La Goe 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-07 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1 21 3 

American Optical Corpo ation 

F I L E D  ' 
I 

&oum v ZWfW'S OFFICE 
rJFW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MLR I) .2 2032 



Plaintiffs, Index No,: 1 18004/2002 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC, et al., 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

/'r &. with prejudice and without costs. 
I- 

! 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Patricia A. Rookey 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIR 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-12&,,NN CLERK'S OFFICE 
Attorneys for Defendant NEW YOHK 
American Optical Corporation 

W L E D  
MAR 1 5 2812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
MARION L. SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH, and MARION L. SMITH and 
ESTHER A. MCKOWN, as Co-Executrices for the 
Estate of LUELLA I. SMITH, 

"11______1__1________--111-------------------------------------------- 

_________r____________________II________---------------------"---- 

NYCAL 
I.,A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1241 
Plaintiffs, 

2 1 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

&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 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 i 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant MAR 1 5 "12 
Marion L. Smith and Esther A. McKown . 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-07OOF I h E D 1 

American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, MAR 0 2 2012 

COUN T Y C1.LIRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

R 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1057 1 1/2002 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. I d/a\ /lk 

n Darche Scott C. Allan 
WE 2 & LUXENBERG, PC RENZULLILAWFIRM,LLP - I - - 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant  COUNT^ CLERK'S OFFIC€ 
Robert E. Kerns Jr. and Thelma Kerns 

81 Main Street, Su 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (9 14) 285- 12 I3 

iBenP 
i - - -  1 

I 
MAR 1 5 2012 

1 American Ootical Comoration NEW YORK 

f 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry dlein keitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

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 o& be and the sane are hereby dismissed 

&& c.& 
Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Patricia I, Singley 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical CorporatebuNTy CLERK'S OFF,CE 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

NEW YORK 
. -  

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190415-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, sued herein 

as "WEYERHAEUSER CO.", and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries 
and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns 

(('Defendant"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: December 14,201 1 

1345 Avenue of the A F I s L E D ,  eric 
Attorneys for Defend 

New York. NY 10105 

Attorneys for Plain& 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 

th 

MAR 1 5 7,2112 



FRANK SERRAVALLO, 

Plaintiqs), 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107088/2001; 119379/2000 
100779/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York , 
/- '> q 4 & 2 0 1 2  1 r- ., ,)<.- k -  ' \ < >  '. ' 

i, -I 
.<.,,\ 

\,\, MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



THADDEUS SARAMA (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120739/1999; 12219311999 
1 1 1 124/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

\ <  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '\+ 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

/ 
/'- 

( *  

,.- . \ 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



GEORGE J. SABO (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123481/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WWEREFOIPE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

/-- 

Paul Josephs, Es 
MARIN GOODMAN. LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Aftorneysfor PZaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



BENJAMIN F. RICHARDS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108856/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison. New York 

> I, 

Paul Josenhs. Esa: I _  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. .\ ,> 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. > \ \ -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

T C P  '- Y 

MAR 1 5 2012 

G COUNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 
J .3 .L .  



GARY E. LAUTENSCHEUTZ (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

rT CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120088/2002 
1 13208/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison. New York 

1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "'*\,:\ 
Attorneys for Plaintii 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

q. 

(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

D 

ci -d 'L" 
Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 p8g ! I $ + ' !  D Harrison, New York 1 

COCir\; i Y CLkRKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

J.S.C. 

PlAR 0 2 2012 



MELVIN A. KAHN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103 18412003 
124444l2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 1 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLIFER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 

1 

(212) 661-1 151 

MAR 0 2 2012 



GERALD GORDON JARVIS (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10946212002; 10645712002 
10 1 140/2007 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEMFOm,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?k**$\h 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-S500 

SO ORDERED: 2 

- 
Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500MamaroneckAvenueF [ L E D 
Harrison, New York 10528 1 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 661-1 151 

J.S.C. 1 

MAR 0 2 tT)it 



CHARLES P. CALKA, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105 16712002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

W H E ~ F O R E ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

P 7 
'"< 1.k 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PA?.- ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORLIERED: 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 ' ' 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



BOGDAN BUZAN (Dec.), 

Plaintifqs), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110928/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, Nsw York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(2  12)558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOIUR 

500 COMPANY Mamaroneck Avenue F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

Harrison, New York 1052% 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



RICHARD H. BRADLEY (Dec.), 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12579711999 
10389512000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
Qp- ;Q9,2012 V I  

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff c Attorneys for Defendant 

(2  12)55 8-5500 

700 Broadway KEEUR-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 COMPANY Mamaroneck Avenue F I L E D  New York, New York 10003 

MAR 1 5  2092 Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



JOHN A. BARlWlT, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

' % >  (r 
'\' +h\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C k J  
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue MAR 1 5 2012 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVE 6kdhE0,  0 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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 Piactice 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., 1NC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Di 

S & McMANUS 

F I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant I 

700 Broadway T'ISH MAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as SuCcessor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & MAR 1 5 2912 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

ork 11507 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: A bertson, New York 
Lhr-y 2\ ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w/?? 
SO ORDERED, A’” H( 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

4 
F I L E D  ttorneys for Defendant 

ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY MAR 1 5 2012 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 
200 I .U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

F 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

HkR 022012 



\ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION FILE NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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 8, CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being nu 

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 & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
21 3 ,2012 

- fll&&l FMiF 
4Ay-y 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

AN CONSTRUCTION MAR 1 5 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTeWNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YORK 

; New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: DECEMBER 2011 FIFO ----_--_____-tr”f___I___________________-----------------------~---~---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY CG 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 
a !3’ ,2012 

r 

fll&Rl /+ el/# 
WEITZ& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 ~ H M U T Y ,  DEMERS & M ~ M A N U S  

F’”I L E D VAttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

SO ORDERED, 

2012, 

- 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & MAR 3 5 “12 
CONSTRlJCTION CO., INC. 
200 T.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

COUNTY CL-ERK‘S OFFICI 
NEW YORK 

(5 16) 294-5433 



ROY G. HAMMARSTROM (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110181/2000 
1 17058/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

i 1 Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Atiorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOI 
New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 COMPANY F I L E D  
(2 12)558-5500 SO0 Marnaroneck Avenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

soomEmhd < J.S.C. 



JAMES DUNFORD, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1221/2001 
116261/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
!Opz.B, 2012 _ *  'Fa. 

--r WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .-+:: 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIFER BOILER 

F I L E D  
i ,  (212) 661-1151 

MAR 1 5 2012 
SO ORDERER: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



EUGENE DE NAGEL, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 100577/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAFUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys fur Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plainti# 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)S58-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVE 
i T  

F P L  E D 
MAR 1 5 2012 

rCIUN'TY CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: NEW YORK &e' MAR 0 2 2012 
J.S.C. 



JAMES COSTELLO, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
~r"_~_rlrrr_r________-------------------------------------------------- X 

WUEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Pluintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: A I  

L Pau JoseDhs. Ess. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck- Avenue 

hXELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Hamson, New York 1Ip"  

E ~ 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: 

LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106181/01; 100782/03; 
119373/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
Qz.04,2012 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff '\, \'I Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New 
(212) 661-1 151 If5 



VINCENT S. NOGAS (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1864/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 

KEELER-DORR-OLI 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys forDefendant 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2012 



JAMES MINCH and DEBBIE MINCH 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119380/00; 102703/01; 
10075 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Harrispn, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Marnaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E  
g g F F 1 r k  E8D I 1 MAR 1 5. :" 

MAR 0 2 2012 



A R m  W. MEDNICK (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121423/2001 
11 1228/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
@.@3 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Paul Josephs, Esq. - \  
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PATRICK H. MCCABE (Dec.), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esqy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C:\\'. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



BETTY MARMON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109077/1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLrVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

-- Paul Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Awn 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 
(212) 661-1151 MAR 1 5 2012 

MAR 0 2 2012 



RICHARD JANISZEWSKI, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 118316/1996; 113280/1997 
1 1  1069A998; 114235/1999 
100749/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C O W A N Y  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
' , L 9 , 2 0 1 2  ~ .<". 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-S500 

SO ORDERED: 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 1 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

MAR 0 2 2012 



BENNIE G. TAFOYA (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 10294 1 /200 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harri n,NewYork 

i 

a.d,m '> \i 

/ I  
/,/- ' r /  ( > ,  " 'L. { 

\. . \ ' \ <  

-. . c\\L$\\ Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

SO ORDERED: 



HAROLD S. WALLACE, SR. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103226/2003 
12444 112002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

"*2: 
*% 3b 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Y J.S.C. 

Pad-Joiephs, Esq. 
MAFUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
hXELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 1052 
(212) 661-1151 

MAR 0 2 2012 



ELIZABETH TRIFARI 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120622/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
!Q2X3,2012 . - 1  

P t\ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenu 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 MAR 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



ROBERT C. SEVERS (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
[Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12332512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
__"_ . . 

,/- 

+-----J 2 J3L--- 
Paur osephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5  2012 

(212) 661-1151 1 

SO ORDERED: 
COUNTY CLERK'S 0FFlCE 

NEW YORK 



SOL V. SHARGEL (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103 18512003 
12444412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEXEFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Date&,,Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

"* v 4  92 , . 
02% i., 'i +\, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER E OILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

I 

COMPANY 
500MamaroneckAvenuF I L E D 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 022012 



DONALD J. RYDER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12433912002 
10 1968l2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
A ttomeys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

(2 12)S58-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 KEEI;ER-DORR-OLIVER COMPANY F + b . E D ,  

Harrison, New York 10528 MAR 1 *'I2 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 
(~C)UN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



WILLIAM G .  PEREZ (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12367012002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

FFHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Harrison, New Y o k  1052 

700 Broadway mELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 

MAR 1 5  2012 

' ' U N ~  CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

M"4R 0 2 2072 



DOMINICK A. NOONE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12433812002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

I < '  

-. d : ,  
'% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'h 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-S500 

SO ORDERED: 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, 500 Mamaroneck New York Avenue 10528 F I L E D ,  
(212) 661-1 151 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JACK NELSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLXVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101958/2003 
124339/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P E  + 

Attorneys for Plaintiff >\>> 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-\151 
A 

SO ORDERED: 
COUNTY CILERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



GARRY NEWMAN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10321712003 
12444112002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 1 Harrison, New York . 
-- I R,Qg ,2(-jla , - -.,;,,. 

"%e,. l\i 

%. a, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %J 

Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

/-- -~ . 

Paul Jos-hs, Esq- 
MARJN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

I D COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenu 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hamson, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

J.S.C. 



KARL E. NEUBERT (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105714/2002; 11 1823/2002 
100679/2007 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10 F I L E D  8 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '"by> MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Aven 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

J.S.C. 



HERMAN INDICK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10484812000 
12290711997 
12290711 998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
Q3.OCp ,2012 

I L i 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
hY?l?LER-DORR-OLIWR BO 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue FILED-  

MAR 1 5 2012 (212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



This document relates to: Index No.: 120389/2001 
124446/200 1 

WILLIAM W. CAHLSTADT (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----__I----_------__I___________________--------~------------------"-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
02. . t  Q * 20 "I 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plnintzr 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



ROBERT L. BARKER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1101 83/2000 
1 1 74 1 6/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORJX-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY ' 

500 Mamaroneck CAvenue 

KEEL ER-DORR-OLI 

Harrison, New Ydrk 10528 MAR 1 5 i]oj2 
I I  

(212) 661-1 151 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



TERRENCE WALSH (Dec.), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCP 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103227/2003 
124441/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KlXELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10 8 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Aven 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1 151 MAR 1 5 ",I? 

MAR 022012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

BAREIARA HALLERAN, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of KENNETH R. : NYCAL 
HALLERAN, and BARBARA HALLERAN, 
Individually, 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 115349-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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: GL\&7LL 

F I L E D  i 

New Yo k, Ne York 

MAR 1 5 '!'St2 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 , NY 10022-6036 N F W  YT)HK 

OUN TY C L L M  OFFICE 599 Lexington Avenue 

3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 112587-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

*-. 

Dated: 

I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. % 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE co. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

MAR 1 5 3 1 2  
New York, NY 10022-60%@UN I Y 2 L I , t i  S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 

-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PEGGY LOFTON, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S, Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 106690-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ---l---_1"-------_-r___________r_l_____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 

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. 
\ I 

Dated: \27 17- 
1 Mew Y'O rk, Ned York 

I 

(:%" ,t 
v ,  ,A<- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MA$ 1 s  ;eo'12 Attdneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue Ty OmCE 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030".0UN  NE^ yoRK 

3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PEGGY LOFTON, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 113793-02 

Plaintiff( s), 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint 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 GO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Dated: 4\a?/ \L.- 
New Y‘ork, Niw York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANCES KEOUGH , Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J, KEOUGH,: NYCAL 

: 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. anc s., IT 

-against- 

C., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 15009-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant C V N E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Admeys  for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

,r * 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 0 s   NE^ \IORK 

SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue "NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 536-3900 

0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. KEOUGH and FRANCES KEOUGH, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 106693-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New *k ork, e 
Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



JAMES E. KEAHON and JULIA KEAHON, : 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 110788-02 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X __----r------l-----_____l___________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 

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. 

New * ork, Ne York 
Dated: 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

CLERK'S OFF'= 599 Lexington Avenue GOLJNI 
New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW yoRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN VANSTON and JOAN VANSTON, 
: NYCAL 
: LA.& Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : Index No(s).: 105871-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

\ ( " .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 venue *.(.jt )iu i Y CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 10022-6030 hdFw YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
GEORGE SANTIAGO and RUTH SANTIAGO, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No: 190445-1 1 

-against- : 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 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. 

I 
Dated: wL 

New York, New York 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SOORDERED, a 
Hon. Sher? 

lYCA 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Crane Co. 
599 Lexington Avenue 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CLAYTON A. CASSELMAN and DOROTHY : NYCAL 
CAS SELMAN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 105102-00 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., 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 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 

defenda CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. % 

I Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

12) 558-5500 

(4 
K&L GATES LLP 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue MF>.? 1 tJ 2012 
New York, NY 1( 



CONSTANCE ALBANESE, as Administratrix : 
for the Estate of PHILIP FRIEDRICH, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 104038-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X _____--___-I--_____------------"------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1-1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-&99, , :r \-ini/*':-, OFFICE 
L I  

(212) 558-5500 
," y ' v -  ' , ir!& 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WARREN WHITE and CATHERINE MYERS, : 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 106709-02 

Plainti ff(s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., et al,, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X -----_-______--r______________________rl----------------~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

F 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 (212) 558-5500 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WARREN WHITE and CATHERINE MYERS, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

magainst- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 155 10-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

,*- New York, New ork 
Dated: 

/ 
\ .  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. COUNTY (;L T.RK'S OFFlCF 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NEW YORK 

MAR 1 5 2012 

New York, NY 10022-6030 (212) 558-5500 
) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ERICH SZILLUS and MARTHA SZILLUS, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 105562-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there t 0, 

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. 

!i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 GO*UNTY CLE 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR 1 5  "". a 12 
RKs OFFlCF 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



CHARLES E. FRENCH and BESSIE 
FRENCH, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1057 16-02 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -_1_---__--1--------1___________________----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.d. .' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH and JOAN 
FRIETSCH, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No($),: 110843-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 ,Ji~\kLAqd 

';(? 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. I -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR O 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH and JOAN 
FRIETSCH, : NYCAL 

X 1______----------1--------------------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al,, 

: Index No(s).: 106508-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 2 \27] Ir 
,New ork, New Yorlp 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 

MAR 1 5 2022 Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NTY C L t \ j ~ ~  OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-66!# N ~ w  YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

KAREN THOMPSON, as Executrix for the Estate 
of RAYMOND A. THOMPSON, and KAREN : NYCAL 
THOMPSON, Individually, : I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X __f___------l----_l_________I___________------------------------- 

: 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 108723-00 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

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 Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

( - ' ) I  " \  I ' I- i-:,t<S OFFGt 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 5 :- ' 7 1 2  

7 k P 6  yCIRK 

v:h - 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ......................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

RAYMOND J. JABLONSKI, 

X -----------------_--______1___1____1____----------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff($), : I.A.S. Part 30 

I 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. 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106999-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X --I------------------------------"-----------"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

1 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Kirsted Alford Kneis. Esa. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .<\>. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

, 1  

K&&ATES LLP 

F I L F n  Atflrneys for Defendant 
- - - u  700 Broadway CRANE co. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n NewYork,NY 10022-6030 MAR 1 ri 31113 

599 Lexington Avenue 
l . l r t t \  I J L U l L  

212 536-3900 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F W  

NEW YORK 
Hon. She 

flAR 0 2 ZU'' 

SO ORDERED, 4 
- & r n  

KleixHeitler 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND J, JABLONSKI, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 11 1326-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Tork, flew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLtRKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'Kled Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2019 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOJXN J. HUDSON, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 117991-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR ? 5 ;3?2 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6U3lgN-U C L  i. RK'S OFFICE 
(212) 536-3900 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN J. HUDSON, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 107006-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ________ll____-----r-----------------------"------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: +7JL 
New ork, w York 

- 
/" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

K& GATESLLP 
At &Y rneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10022-6030 

1 

599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 2012 

COUN 1 -Y 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: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

X r______"l_--_lll___-_-----------I------------~-------------- 

: 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s),: 105564-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _1____---___----1-___l______l___rl______--------~-----"-- 

WHEREFOFW, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFWD, 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. 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 vc .., r.lLEf1K . 

hR 1 5 3\2 
' S  OFFICE 

r n // 

SO ORDERED -qii!LGT- 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT HINES, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 101 104-02 

A.C. and S . ,  INC, et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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: 
New Yo k, New York 

, >  > 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry R m e i t l e r  MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT HINES, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s),: 120432-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

, "  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

00 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO and JUANITA 
HIDALGO, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S, Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No($).: 120432-01 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 2 1” 7 1 1‘7 ~ 

New York, New Yor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 c w ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK (212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO and JUANITA 
HIDALGO, : NYCAL 

X __1_____--__1-_____----------------------_--------------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 101 105-02 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

1 NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
At P rneys for Defendant F I L E D  
 NE co. 
599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 2012 



KENNETH R. HALLERAN, and BARBARA J. : 
HALLERAN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

I : Index No(s).: 107007-02 
-agaiiia~- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __-----__---1--1----”--------~--------””----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with meiudice. and there being no - 
opposition thereto, 

I J  

defend2 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

mt CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: .2-\Lm! \c 
New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
I 

KirstedAlford Kneis, Esq. F I I E. F1 
-rizIru 

MAR 1 5 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-605EPU~ 1 y CLE14KS I . ,--.I OFFICE 

Ion. Shdf?y&& Heitler 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
F 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARK D. ASHTON, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 103375-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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, 

ORDEFWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant C P N E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: , a 1 4  \z-" 
New'York, New Yo 

1 
\ I  

, ,,'A* 

d%>. % \  

K&L ATESLLP 3 . 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "- I 

700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

Att $. neys for Defendant MAR 1 5 2012 

COIJNW CLERK'S OFFlCF 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --------II-_-_--______________________I_-~---------------------------~~- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

ZABLOZKI, ALEXANDER (DEC.) 119673/00 
Index No 

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, chat 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: Blbertson, New York 
t-eSrJ,pM7, ,2012 

.I I d  ,-A ' 
" 9  ".r, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -+\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FFICE 

I/ 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 



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 . 

-.. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k:% 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Albertson, New York 11507 tours I 'I' c;LEHKS OFFICE 
4-5433 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 

CORPORATION, as Successor in SF 1 L E D 
1 

MAR 1 5 ?It12 



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 

J -b., ** 
Fc\tJcx- 2\ 2012 

’ :*w Jl 3, Sf3%fL ,,,/ r._ ~ .J 

p ‘$ 3 
-9- 

.”-* 

“.( ...,&- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?\h 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

---- 
-1... 

FILED A MUTY, DEMERS & McMA 
torneys for Defendant w ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.COUNn CLERKS OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

MAR I 5 2812 

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 
d,o-T q, 2012 

IP 

EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & MCFN~S 1 rn E 

Attornevs for Defendant 

El -&'is." 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,%.%\ 

700 Broadway - TISHM~NCONSTRUCTION FAR 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN REA 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., I N t W  YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

y ( -  I k H K S  OFFICE 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR 0 2 2012 

D 



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 .) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

IRWIN, THOMAS A.  109649/02 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO -_____-----_-__-_____________________I__-----------~------------~~------ 

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 8t CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ gL LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT10 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I. U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

MAR 1 i Ai2 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INCOU,., I y / - .  FnKS O F F j a  
NEW YORK 

(5  16) 294-5433 

in Heitler 

MAR o 2 ?BIE  

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 I L E D  
MAR 1 5 :.512 

OFFfCE 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

ttorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant Lf TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

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, 

MhR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --__-_______-_-lr--____rr_____l_l___l__l--~--------------------------~-- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J .) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

FLEMING, PETER E. (DEC.) 113637/02 
Index No 

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 
kbJar?2\ ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEMERS & McMA F I L E D  US 
VAttorneys for Defendant ' 

TISHMANCONSTRUCTION MAR I 5 2012 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTXXXJNTY CLERKS OFF~Q 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I ,  U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

NEW YORK 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S, Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) PI aint i ff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 114885-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
x ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

-.K,:*";E; 
1% Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1 

@ '  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry kiein Heitler 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 105713-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X __"____________1"---------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: %\ 271 \L 
New kork, New York 

I 

~ ..> 

k .  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. < 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 



. .. 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 104298-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OrCDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: l?--LzT \ j L  
New ork, New York 

L E D  1 

w u  cg 
KirstedAlford Kneis, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 1 5 2911. 
I 

f 

COUNTY CLEIRII'S OFFICE 
599 Lexington Avenue NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

HAROLD L. GREEN and EVELYN B. 
GREEN, : NYCAL 

X __________11___--_1___-___------------------------------- 

Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 120391-01 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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: Nzk 1 
rk, New York 

i WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

MAX 1 5 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. NY 10022-6030 

COUN~Y CLCHKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 
1212) 558-5500 
. I  

36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EKATERINI GLINOS, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of ALEX GLINOS, 

X -------------I------____________l___l___----------------~ 

: 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 103750-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Attodeys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. MAR 1 5 2012 

1 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue COUN ry C L ~ ~ ~ K S  OFFICE 

536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CONRAD FROM and MARY FROMM, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 115353-02 

A.C. and S., @IC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint 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. 

! 
, I  

Ne'w !fork, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 MAR 1 5 ?a?? 
(212) 536-3900 C@Ud J Y (:I L({K'S O F F ~ C ~  

Nkw YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PnNR A n  FRnM anrl M A R V  l?l?nhAhA 

opposition thereto, 

defendar 

Dated: a\ &7!\c 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

Attornpfs for De 

SO ORDEWD, 

V V I  .IU A I X V I I A  CUlU A V A L  -A> A A s > V l V A A V l )  

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- 

A . C  and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 107007-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

it CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

a 

Esq. - 
I 

Frank M. o';fiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C  

rfendant 
MA0 I P 599 Lexington Avenue '.Inn I 3 i,fJ/2 New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

D 



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 *,I :- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "%b 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SOORDERED, 7 
Hon. She 

F I L E D :  

- ]NTy CLERKS OFFcE 
NEW YORK 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATIONl as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ____l-______-_____r___________ll______rl-------~--------- 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES E. KEAHON and JULIA KEAHON, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 106508-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: kj 27bp- 
New ork,Ne York . . 

, '  ' 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. . 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

MAR 1 5 201% 
i 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue COUN I Y CLERK'S OFFtCE 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON JACOBS, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 127310-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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 C V N E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &d Aybst 
ew ork,Ne York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 1 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6830 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

X _______---__"____--"_____I______________-----~--------__- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 16225-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,e .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

s for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 107005-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 22-6030 NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue co l j ,~~  y L;~~rWS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN A. GENTILE and JUDITH A. 
GENTILE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106695-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C, and S., INC., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEIZED, 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: 

Kirste Alford IC--'- T7-- 

K& 4 GATESL 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAR 1 !I 2s312 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

(212) 558-5500 03% NE\~'~ORK 

Attorneys for Defendant' 

New York, NY 10003 OUNTy CL+K'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRENCH, 

s., IN A.C. ani 

CHARLES E. FRENCH and BESSIE 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 1 1 1684-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ____I---_----______-___________________I~---------------- 

WHEREFOIRE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6 0 . 

cLEnKs OFF'CF 
v\r YOHK 599 Lexington Avenue &.UNTY q-- (212) 536-3900 - c. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klei Heitler 



FRANK CALDERONE and BERNADETTE : 
CALDERONE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) P 1 ainti ff( s j , 

: Index No(s),: 104103-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1 5 2012 , 

SO ORDERED, 

4 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 



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 

: \  
! 1, 

FF\GE 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMAN 
ttorneys for Defendant 
ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, 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 CORPORATlON, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

F I L E D  Dated-Albertson, New York ~ 

2 1  ,2012 i VC!-lC.d% 
MAR f 5 3 1 2  

%--,..,- COUNTY CL.Ff3K'S OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

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 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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, 

ttorneys for Defendant ip 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 

33 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 022012 



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. 

, 2012 
, '  

*, 7 .I 
' '% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %%*>*, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

neys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .  U . W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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 321 2, 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. 

4 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MAR 1 5 2012 

C-UN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

S & McMANUS NEW YORK 

(5  16) 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 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., PNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
k&f34r*.IZ 1,2012 

, .  - &&- h ,  

. il rr.r- 

"\ Y 
h\$,, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i 

MUTY, DEMERS & M C M A N U ~ A R  1 5 2012 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

3 
so ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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 CORPORATlON, 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 
&W-z\ ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *! ““.c k, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway MAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 

neys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Succ&ssor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & MAR 1 5 2012 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road r n N  1 Y LLI. I z tw r3FFICF 

ork 11507 NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  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: lbertson, New York A - ~ r h i y  21 ,2012 

ZlY u II 3- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "k \- ;B 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant 4 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.NEW 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

CONSTRUCTIWR 1 5 ?W 

-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 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 
yf Jy z\, 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  4 '  

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
A MUTY, DEMERS & M C M A N W W  YORK 

orneys for Defendant l4 ISHMAN 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, 

MAR o 2 Yoif 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X __________--_------__r__l_______________----------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
HENRY CALEB BLACK and MARLENE 
J. HACKETT BLACK, 

X _II_______--_-------------------------------------------- 

: 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 109007-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 XP 

MAR 022012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x -__--I--------------___1___1__1___1_____-"----------"--"- 

This Document Relates To: 
HENRY CALEB BLACK and MARLENE 
J. HACKETT BLACK, 

: 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 105871-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. 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 CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YQRK 

599 Lexington Avenue GJJN1 k' CLERK'S OFFICE 

36-3900 

P Ij:kq 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



MORRIS BEHAR and PAULINE BEHAR, : 
: NYCAL 
: 1,A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 106694-02 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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. 

New'York, hew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

F I L E D  
lford Kneis, Esq. 

MAR 1 5 2012 

900 NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603fj01~~TY CLfHM'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
rQ# b' 2 201z 



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: 

KARL H, BECKSTED, 

X -__-_-_-__------_---_____________l____l_----------------- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) Plainti ff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 106708-02 
-against- 

A,C. and S., N C . ,  et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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: 

I 

\ ,p** ,. . .  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR 1 5 2812 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-66# NlY NEW CLERK'S YORK OFFICE 

(212) 536-3900 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al,, 

: Index No(s).: 116082-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 
I I 

Dated: 

I" " 

- l i  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. L 3* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C? ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D 1 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

f"'52 CRANE CO. p.$".; "I 'i 
599 Lexington Avenue 





I -against- Index Nos.: 116798/2007 
114296/2002 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
____----__"1_____"--______________I_____-_-"-------~-------------- X ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL 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 AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

c, % 
Lisa Nathanson Busch 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Andrew S. Neer 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (9 14) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation I 

F I L E D  4 
1 

MAR 1 5  7312 

couNly CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1261 86/2002 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 
e 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-070F 1 b E D 
Facsimile: (914) 285-121 

American Optical Corporation 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant MAR 1 5 7012 1 

Stephanie I. Vondrak and Isaura Col 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 1 103 19/2002 
1057 15/2002 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __"______r"llr_l___l_r___rl____________l~~-1--"------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& 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 o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 

700 Broadway 

4 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700 1 
Facsimile: (212) 344-546 1 Facsimile: (914)285-1213 MAP\ 1 5 28'52 1, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical C O ~ ~ ~ ~ I I T Y  CLERKS QFFE 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains,NY 10601 F 1 L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lucy Waldron 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

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 o& be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. +J,/& J/l& 

EARLY & STRAUSS! LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
Telephone: (2 12) 986-2233 
Facsimile: (212) 986-2255 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald Szamatulski 

SO ORDERED, 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-07 
Facsimile: (914)285-12p*1 L E D 
Attorneys for Defendant 4 

American Optical Corporatimp\ 1 5 "12 4 

C ~ ~ J R ~ T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR o 2 2012 



-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 107006-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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: ,pav9-7\\L- 
New Xork, New York w,j;FL,,-,. 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6w 

) I  

. 
I; A*'% p.<,,x -I* g& ,) 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& W Y  CLt-'RWS 

MAR 0 2 2012 

NEW U 0 R K O ~ W €  
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

GARY L. FARNHAM and GLORIA 
FARNHAM, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 117982-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -------"--1"1-----_-----------I--"------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Alford Kneis, E 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR ? 5 q ? ~  New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
York, NY l002-Y CL ~=;?J{IS 

536-3900 NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 022012 



BARBARA EMMA, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix of EDMUND R. EMMA, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 101479-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -----_r_____-------------------------"------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. u -$+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P A ) .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

I 

Kirsten Allord Kneis, Esq. 

CRA 4 
New York, NY 10003 599LexingtonAvenue MAW 3 5 '@I2 4 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
CWNTY CL t:RK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 
~ 

A.C. and S,, INC., et ala, 

I This Document Relates To: 

MICHAEL A. CORVINO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No( s). : 107007-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lford Kneis, Esq. 

for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 MAR 1 5 2oI7 *. - - _  - * * *  

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry IWinYSeitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL A. CORVINO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 115360-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __----___----______-___________l___l__rl----------------- 

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:~ 27 1 
New ork, New Ysrk 

* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington A vI1ub 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. k 
w-- Hon. Sherry'Hein I- 

MAR 022012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN G. CHRSTON and MARION 
CHRISTON, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106964-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. " *- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 
eitler Mi?R 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X __l_________l_----_r__1_________1__1____----"---------1-- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
MARION CHRISTON, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN G. CHRSTON, and 
MARION CHRISTON, Individually, : NYCAL 

X ______----______________l_______r_l_____-----~----------- 

: 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s) , 

: Index No(s).: 112094-02 
-against- 

A.C. and $., INC., et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 21 27 
New York, ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR 1 5 2012 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603OCOUNTY CLUM'S OFFjcf 

M3" 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 

4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in MAR 1 5 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. COUN'fY CI-LRK'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road NEW YOBK 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, MAR 8 2 2012 



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?\l: 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertcn, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

F \ L E D  
MhR \ 5 m 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KIeTn Heitler 



PATRICK H .  McCABE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
121 132/99 

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 AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor i 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 3 

200 I.U. Willets Road MAR 1 5 2042 



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 

**lk %%?\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “sl 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

V Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Success 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L E (  b E D 
CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC, 

I. U . W illets Road MAR 1 5 2012 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 T*,oIJNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW Vow 



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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Success0 F I L E D  in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

MAR 1 5 2012 

w York 11507COlJNT"Y CLERK'S OFFJCF 
3 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

q\ 9 ! i d  ~~~~\ 



THOMAS WILLIAMS (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
106981/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
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 
Lbc4Ipy 1y ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success 

Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road MAR 1 5 ?012 r 

n, New York 11507 
COUN E ',' (;IZHKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

i' 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 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 TlSHMAN 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 

4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as SUCCeSSOr ' E A R  1 5 2012 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 

so 

CONSTRUCTION CO., Il'&uN 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

ORDERED, 

-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



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 EO 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 TISHMANCONSTRUCTION F I L E D . 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY MAR 1 5 2012 

U W V ‘  - 9 * 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
AlbertsonJIew York l l 5 U  - A n n a r )  hll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_____I___----I----_____l_____________l__-------------~-----------~------ x (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

BEAMER, BRUCE B.  1 10268/02 

X -_-__--___---I___---l_________________r_-----------~--------~----------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
~ 

__________--__---____I__________________~------------------------------- 

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. McM$Ud I E 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMANCONSTRUCTION MAR 1 5  "" 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T Y b N ~ y  CLE.RKs CH'CE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDG [ENT 

X Re: JANUARY 2012 FIFO 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_-_______I1-______--_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 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

T T L E D  MUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
for Defendant 

~ VISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 4 

CORPORATION, as Successor inHAR 1 5 ?a12 i I 

Interest to TTSHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INQDUNTY CLERK'S OFFIS 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 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: AJbertson, New York 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success ' 

Attorneys for Defendant 

D Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

MAR 1 5 
ew York 11507 

COUN I Y CLCI-IK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

MAW 0 2 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTIIUC'I'ION 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 codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION. as Successor in Interest to 'IISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York / - r  L ,2012 

----- 
- 

IIMUTY, DEMERS & McMANlJS 

F Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & MAR 3 5 7832 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U .  Willets Road COUN I Y  C,t_LRKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

t"i,%.,R 0 2 2012 --- 
SO ORDERED, 



CHARLES W. DOUGLAS (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---_________----I---_________________l_r----------------------------"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 
0 2 .  I O -  zor3 

Dated: ". 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

- -  

Rodri& Armand, Jr.&sq, 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., 
MAR \ 5 

(212) 661-1151 
C O ~ N T Y  CLERK'' OFF"' 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



NEIL J. DOLAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORLlERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
W L @  lo.2017 

,-New York, New York 
- _. 

d?. " 

* <?\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \'\ ' MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Pfaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite SO1 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

I '  
-Harrison, New York 10528 MAR 1 5 \ 

SO ORDERED: \ 
Honorable Sherry Hi-Hei t le r  



This document relates to: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA SR. (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10238712002 
11 1060/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: , +. 
b2d I O - 2 0 1 3  

.Y \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'h t., 

(2 12)5 5 8-5500 

Rodrig8 Armand, Jr., Ekl. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Sui 
Harrison, New Yo&: 10528 
(212) 661-1151 MAR 15 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Eo1 L E  

0 2 2012 



125 13 1/2000 

FRANCIS GEORGE CALLAHAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York,,New York 

0 2 .  / 0 * 2 O l <  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Pi 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER b IOILER 

F I L E D  i (212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 WAR 1 5 2042 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED: 
NEW YORK 



GEORGE H. CLIFF (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE: defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
02. I r 3 . 2 o Q  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintir 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BO P I L E D ,  R 

MAR 1 5 2012 

r - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 661-1151 

HAR O 2 2012 



KENNETH A. FINING (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- OFtDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
X ________________---__f_f____l___l_______------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated!' 
New Yorkl, New York. 

t 7 2 - I 0 *  W l L  

) *  

.) 

--k+>,, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Haintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 5 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 (212) 661-1 151 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 8 2 2012 



ALFONSO D. MINES NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLJYER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---_"_-----_------_______________rl_____-----------------------_------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be 

and without costs. 

Dated: 0 2 .  Z O I L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "'r-ih 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*. 1 

(2 12)558-5500 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



LAWRENCE W. RYAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUJIGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---------------r--rrf_f__r___l_____f____"~---------------------------- 

W H E B F O M ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

(02  * 1 0 . 2 - 8 I 3  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison. New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

700 Broadway mELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

S O O R D E R E G  

(212) 661-1 151 ; 
Honorable S h e m g i m  1-Heitler MAR 0 2 2012 



FRED G. SHERRON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

~ Defendant. COMPANY 
X -_l_-----_rl--------1________1________1_----------------------*------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
0 2 . 1 Q . - I L  

Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harnson, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. t H K ~  OFFICE 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B O I L E ~  
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

~ ( + j c l t 4 ~ ~  zk y~~~ 

MAR 0 2 2012 



PAT IACOBELLI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
x -----__-----______--r_r______l__________---"--~---------------"------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)55 8-5 500 

/ n  

J 

n F I L E D  j 
$$/ MAR 1 5  3ll2 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Rodr' o Armand, Jr., E q. 
M m  GOODMAN, LLp. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



CHARLES P. HADFIELD (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12039012001 
12392412001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

W H E ~ F U R E ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintip 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2012 



FRANK HERO JR. (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLrVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al. IUCELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _______-______------~-----~------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway KEEL ER-DORR-OLI VER B 

(2 12)558-5500 1'5 2912 aroneck Ave., Suite 501 
, New York 10528 

couNT~ CLERKS 
SO ORDERED: MEW Y C m  

HAR 0 2 2012 



WARD EVART HARRIS (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10201 0/2002 
11 1068/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

p2./0. Z o k  Dated: 
New York New York 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 C O ~ ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 NFW Y m K  

MAR 0 2 2012 



WILLIAM H. GILLIAM (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLTVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____l___----------I________I___________----------_------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

0 ,  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY MAR 'G 5 3 1 2  

(217)& - 151 NEW YORK 

MAR 022012 

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 CLEHKS OFFICE 

Honorable Sherry I&ikHe%er 



FRED ZEROLNICK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - ~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York, Ne\ii..York 

0 2 " l O . Z o i L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

T* 

L E \ ' a ,  

1 MARINGOODMAN, LLP. MAR 1 2012 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B W Y  CLERK' 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

s OFF\CE 

COMPANY p4EW YQRK 

(212) 661-1 151 

MAR 0 2 2018 



JOSEPH VISCONTI (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------"_-----____--_______________f_____----------"------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
02./0.z0/3 

F I L E D \ \  1 

\ 

-' 6" ;. "$ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k<$. 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x _1__-_-_________11-------"------------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOAN VANSTON, as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate of JOHN VANSTON, and JOAN : NYCAL 
VANSTON, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 108980-02 

X "___-_________1_1_________________1_____-------------"--- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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, 

OIRDERED, 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, 

, > - '  
New bork, New York ( 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
A J orneys for Defendan 

i 

i '< 
\ $ & . _  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603dAR 1 5 z0l2 

l u t : . ~  YORK 
COUNTY ~;;l EAKS OFFICE 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. and PHYLLIS L. : 
WALKER, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C, and S . ,  INC., et al,, 

: Index No(s).: 106457-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -------__-__"______-_____l_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 

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 C P N E  C?. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w 
NCW vork, N& York 

'5  
>. $ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 2012 
(212) 558-5500 I 

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 C. WASHINGTON, as 
Administrator for the Estate of ASBURY C. 
WASHINGTON, and RICHARD C. 
WASHINGTON, as the Executor for the Estate : I.A.S. Part 30 
of LUELLA WASHINGTON, 

X _r"____-------------r____________l______-----"----------- 

: 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 103454-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
X --1----__--_"_------___________rll______----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, 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 CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERKS 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 22Ol2 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PHYLLIS M. WALKER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. and 
PHYLLIS C. WALKER, Individually, 

: 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 109483-02 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.. 

Dated: 

\ *  

* %  I -. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. > \ '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

MAW 'I 5 :&I2 
COUN Ty (,LtHYc'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 





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: 

THOMAS F. WEBER, as Administrator for the : 
Estate of FRANK T. WEBER, and 
CATHERINE COLE-WEBER, Individually, 

X l----_l-----r_----_-__I_________________----"------------ 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 103447-02 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7Ll 'I_ 
New ork, ew York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

d m u p ~  I y '-31 c I~K'S OFFICE 
p ! I - '."V Y C>RK (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARL JR. CUCCU and GAETANA CUCCO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 112736-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., WC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ___-------________II__________________I_-------_---___~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 2*\%7ilL 
New ork, ew York 

4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 4 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 R~~ OFFICE 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-@3Q~'TY CLE 
1536-3900 NEW 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARL JR. CUCCU and GAETANA CUCCO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A . C  and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106578-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDEB 

Defendants, 
X --r-______I--_______l____lr__________l__----------”------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there beiI 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’’\\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

orneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue COUNN NFW 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



MICHAEL H. WILSON and MARL L. 
WILSON, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106578-02 

Plaintiff(s) 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., I 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with preiudice, and there being no 
~ - I  

opposition thereto, 

I 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: 21 $71 I L  
New(York, $ 6 ~  York,, 

1 

, -  J -, *? - . 
'* ) 

"'5 , i 
f- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C., 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

; Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. -. - 
K&J/GATES LLP 

MAR 1 5  Li32 Attorneys for Defendant , .. - -  

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERKS OFF\= 
(212) 558-5500 New York. NY 10022-6030 NEWYoR'- K 

SO ORDERED, _ -  
Hon. She :rrF Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Dated: 3 27 
New kork, 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER and KAY 
DREIMILLER, : NYCAL 

X 11-----____"__-----11-1--------""-------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106695-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

IC 
hew York 

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. 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P F T L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) for Defendaht * 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAR 1 5 2012 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW w % K  
+- 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER and KAY 
DREIMILLER, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 18980-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

Defendants, 
X -1-----------_"------------------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that 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 

Frank'M, Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

Ha D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

THOMAS J .  LUTSA, as Executor for the Estate of 
ALBERT A. LUISA, : NYCAL 

X "_________1-----1____________111________-""---------~---- 

: 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1 18970-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

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: gp\\L 
Ne York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. kf4R 1 5 2012 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6Ofip "NTY CLERK'S OFF~C~ 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR Q 2 20% 



JOHN A. GENTILE and JUDITH A. 
GENTILE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 18977-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) MAR 1 5  2 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNn CLERK NFW YO (212) 558-5500 

K& GATESLLP 
At Y orneys for Defendant 

MAR 0 2 20' 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD S. TANNER and PHYLLIS 
TANNER, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plain tiff( s) , 

-against - 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 105875-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 (212) 558-5500 20'2 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-6030 wR 
couN~y CLERK'S OFFlCt 

* W Y W K  

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD S. TANNER and PHYLLIS 
TANNER, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 110054-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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, 

ORDERIED, 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. 

Jew Ydrk, Ne& York 

lford Kneis, Esq. 

MAR 1 5 2012 

NEW YORK 

700 Broadway CRANE co. 
New York, NY 10003 nue 

1 0 0 2 2 - 6 0 3 0 C ~ ~ ~ ~ y  CLERKS OFFICE (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY 
RYNDAK, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 112561-02 
Plaintiff(s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S . ,  INC,, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ---____-_____--___--I___________________----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE 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 CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

I opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

I defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I New YdEk, New Y'grk 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-60_30 ~ - 

599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 2812 
*- r % l , l r \  *c-- COUNTY GLI 

NEW 

SO ORDERED, < 
i h e r r y m m e i t l e r  M A R  n 3 3019, 

I 

Z K n '  

YOF 
3 UPPICE 
3K 



STANLEY RYNDAK and FRANCES M. 
RYNDAK, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

. .  

r r m  ivi. umz 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sh 

i 

: Index No(s).: 105713-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing I 
I plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

I 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 CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attdneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0022-60@dNTy CLERKS OFmE 

1 5 20022 

NFW Y O m  

MAR O 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

LOUIS PAVON and MARGARET PAVON, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : 1,A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 120430-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 1_----__-----------____l_____________l__----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 
n 

- 4 .  

A M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
I 700 Broadwav 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue OUNn CLERK, 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6035 . ,-, _ _  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LOUIS PAVON and MARGARET PAVON, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S.Part30 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC., et al,, 

: Index No(s).: 100302-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

D Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - - 

MAR 1 5 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

022-6030 NEW YoRK 

MAR @ 2 2012 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of : 
ANDREW J. NOLL, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 101477-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 
X _-_lr_____-----------------------------------------_----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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: 5k74 
New ork, ew York ~. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 su12 

NEW YORK 

York, NY 10022-6 
( H J N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 
536-3900 

MAR 0 2 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAM R. MOGAVERO and BETTY 
MOGAVERO, : NYCAL 

: 1,A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 114876-02 

A.C. and Y 

-against- 

JC., et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ------_rr___----"-----------------------------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE 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 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: 4 ZyLL-  
Ne York, ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 MAR 1 5 2012 

NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New NY oo22-60&.u~Ty CLERKS OFFIa 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 201t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

SAM R. MOGAVERO and BETTY 
MOGAVERO, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 106706-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

magainst- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC, et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

, ,-, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

(212) 558-5500 I New York, NY 1 0022-@%7)NTyNE\N YORK 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue OFFtCE 

MAR C 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

X -----_rl_r____------____________r_ll____------~---------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Won. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 114870-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ......................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ Fl I" L E Q 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 I 

Attodeys for Defendant 1 5  2012 

NEW YORK 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

couNTy CLERKS OFF'CE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN W. MAHNKEN, 

X ---_---I----------_-___________l___r____---------------~- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 106706-02 

Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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: a b \  \L 
New ork, New York 

Frank \, M. ' Ortiz, - .. Esq. - < a  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.' - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) A rneysforDefendant MAR 1 5 ~ 0 1 2  
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 2-6030 NEW YORK 

7 F F T L  K& Kirst GATESLLP Alford Kneis, Es . 

599 Lexington AvenuCouNTy CLERK'$ OFFICE 

E D 

SO ORDERED, MAR o 2 2 0 ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS H. VALONE and LOUISE M. 
VALONE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Index No(s).: 110524-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Ab\ IC- 
New ork, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NEW YQRK 
(212) 558-5500 New Yorkr NY 10022-6030 

-3900 

so ORDERED, 
MAR 0 2 2012 



SALVATORE TINE and FRANCES TINE, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : 1,A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106508-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X --__r"__-------l----------""----------------------"------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

neys for Defendant 
MAR 1 5 2012 

599 Lexington Avenue 



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: 

SALVATORE TINE and FRANCES TINE, 

X -1---1____-_--1___-1I----"-----r-------------"------------- 

: 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff( s), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 1 10775-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE GO, 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: 

. R. +-L"yY 

I' 

am Y 
&Jyr  &' ,,,> vh* : ,y' 1 i.. #"--I ti 

Frank MTOrtiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 2OV 

2-60i?o"N1 -Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JOHN J. MAHAR (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

JSEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---_""___________---__________l_______l_------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant JSEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York, New Yofk 

02. ( 0 .  zo t l  
I L E D  4 

AR 1 5 2042 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN LLp* COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

61-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR o 2 2n12 



MICHAEL LAING (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

O L m R  BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ______-_~~~~I___--_~~~~-~-------~~~~~-------"~~~-------~"~--------~~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

OZ* {0.2012, 

4 

Dated: 

PCOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __________________________________rc____----------------~ 

This Document Relates To: 

THOMAS H. VALONE and LOUISE M. 
VALONE, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s).: 106808-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., NC., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

daintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no - r -  

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: . 2) al) \< 
Nkw Yo k, New York i 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esqu 
K& 4 GATESLLP ...- 1 P *a1- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. $ '-<" -I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. ':'$ 

- 7  _ _  . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
1212) 558-5500 

MAN 1 3 ZU1Z 

COUN I Y CLEHK'S OFFICE 

for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue NEW YOHK 
New York, NY-22-6030 

,he-%leid Heitler MAR 0 2 2012 



EDWARD LAZORE, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 1 10586-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ____---___-----____-________l__r________----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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: 2L471 \'7t 
New ork, New York 

4 
4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 1 

MAR 1 5  2012 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 





FREDERICK W. JACOB and DOROTHY 
JACOB, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No(s),: 107003-02 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: & 
New Ydrk, New York 

1 u 

Frank &:&tiz, Esq. i "  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) LL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.& \% >I 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6&@ NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue 
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FREDERICK W. JACOB and DOROTHY 
JACOB, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC,, et al., 

: Index No(s).: 110714-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New qork, Nkw York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York NY 1o022-6@6UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAR 1 5 2012 
(212) 558-5500 

00 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. O'BRIEN, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : LAX Part 30 

-against- : Index No($),: 102837-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFWER 

Defendants. 

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: , kk 1\. 
,New ork, New York . . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 



JAMES E. SPEARMAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---r_____----l------------------""--~-----------------"-~------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

k . , ,  

L lYVlaC .' 
e# T+" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "e? 

Attorneys for Haintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO O R D E R E C  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

Heitler MAR 022012' 



JOSEPH D. FESTA (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ - - ~ ~ * * ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ * " " - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

*.' E*- 

I L E  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\T 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant MAR 1 5 2012 

(2 12)558-5 500 

hZELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY CoUNV Cl_ki{H'S c 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

NEW YORK 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x NYCAL __f_ll_fl__"_"_"_l--_-------- - - - - - - - - - - - -~~~~-~~~~~~~~-~~~~--------- - - - -  

I.A.S. Part 30 III RC+: NEW YORK cowry 
ASBESTOS LITIGAI'ION (Heitler, J.) 

X -*-r--_-_l___f___"-""-~-----------------------~-~-~-~-~~~~-"----------- 

This document relates to: 

DOMINIC MICKEY LATTUCA 

Index No.: 120652l1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOLLER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _ 1 _ 1 1 _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I - - r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrisoh, New York 
G 2 .  I O .  rnI2 

Atiorireys for Plniittifl 
700 Rraadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 
(212)558-S500 

SO ORDERED: 

K E E L E ~ ~ ~ o ~ R - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Y O R ~  
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(934) 412-7300 



PETER V. MATTHEWS JR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X --1___--_"__-----_1_____l_______l_______~-------------------"--------- 

-WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEEL ER-DORR-OLI 

MAR 1 5 "f312 
(212) 661-1 151 

I 

CaUN1-y C\.EnK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

VAf? 0 220° 



ALBERT LUISA and ANNA LUISA, 
: NYCAL 

: (Won. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff@), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106695-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: .JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiss 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: ZL62 i?7, 
- --- . New e Yor 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Kirs n Alford Kneis, Esq. 

orneys for Defendant MAR 1 

COUNTY CLE 
NEW ' 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

) 536-3900 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
MAR o 2 2I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PETAR LOURIC and JANJA LOURIC, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 102171-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X -----_______--_1__--______l___l____rr___----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with meiudice. and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. . 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue MAR 1 5 8112 

New York. NY 10022-6030 

MAR 0 2  20191 

i 

'E 

- - -wwm! 
Hon. Sherrf Kleid Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD P. LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LENAHAN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S, Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s) , 

: Index No(s).: 106292-02 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -l_______ll----rll___----I--------------------------"-----" 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) D 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue l4M t 5 2812 

NAR 0 2 2012 



RONALD P. LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LENAHAN, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 120388-01 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 
X ______I-----___-______l________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 

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: 2--3?\ 
New ork, New York? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P:C.. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - m T Y  CI-EHK’S  OFF^^^ 
(212) 536-3900 YQRK 

Hon. Sherr Kleih Heitler 
MAR 022012 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



' I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

K -11_____--_--3_1_11_--- 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 101247-02 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN NICHOLAS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f N 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., fAda 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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fllda Am 
2430 Route 34 

~ Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
MAR I 5  2012 

(212) 558-5500 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
VINCENT LEONE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10401 8/03 & 
126686102 

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/k/a 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 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORN, WNST 8, 
DCUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX 480 
N€W B R W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WILTSPI'S MRL RD 
WTE 202 
HAMMWTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 INDEX NO.: 00-1 19379 

VERONICA SHEDLOW, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW, 

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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

2ATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
\tto rne ys for Defendant , 
Cohler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 MAR 1 5 2ul2 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF 

10 ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2012 



* -  

HOAGLAND LON00 
MORAN, DUNST & 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRWSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
70l WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITW, hw 

DOUKAS, LLP 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VERONICA SHEDLOW, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 107086-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ glgl IT n 
" / ARK. ESQ. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
itto rne ys for Defendant, 
lo h le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

VVEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Veronica Shedlow, 
Personal Represent 
Stephen M. Shedlow 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Mh\ \ 5 2 N  

;O ORDERED: 

MAR 0 2 2012 

- - - - - - -  
- -  - 

3 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-- 
This Document Relates To: 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 123299-01 

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 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 1 5  

oLjEq-i y c;I LRKS OFFK 
NEW YORK 

At d D J L  
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~. 
(212) 558-5500 

528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



$UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
*- 

This Document Relates To: 

ROCCO MATERO and ELSIE MATERO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102008-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

.- 
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 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 here Q 
prejudice and without costs. 

EBKS OFF\= /.&/ A @ E Y O *  4 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K.-Heitf& v 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

*- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
----..---------X 

Index No.: 103443-02 
RPLLPH VINCENT and LINDA VINCENT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., 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., 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

_I *.* * 

.' 
' 1, >hi: I b ~ 

I* Ad-** .". Frank Ortiz, Esq. -4 li 

k, 7, Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR \ 5 

GO' NENYORK 
D&.EBKSOFF~CE 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

SO ORDERED, %zm&2& 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

-. 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X 1--------------------- 

Index No.: 100870-02 
JOHN H. RANSON, 

-against- 

Plain tiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

X l_____"_l"_rr__l__lrrr__________________------------------------ 

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 NC., 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

528-8888 

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: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE, 

Index No.: 122698-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), 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., fMa AMEMCAN STANDARD7 INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

15 %'I 
0 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
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 Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 

MAR 0 2 %ole 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

”-- ---------------.-----------------X 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN A. REINARD, 

-against- 

.- 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 105173-02 
1-1992-3662 

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., fkla 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 MC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., be and the same are here 

prejudice and without costs. 

Q ~ ~ G L E R - ~ E  EN yoRK 

Keith M, O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

888 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No,: 103869-02 

PHILLIP A. RETAN, 

Plaiatiff(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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
Kg /d (7- 1 5 2m 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. COUNn CLERKS OFF'rf 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

NEW Y O w  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

328-8888 

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: 
PATRICK MYERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106452102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

' F I L  
NRR 1 5 t;"w 

E@ 0FF'Cf 
flly c'+ yovK 

GOU NEv4 

File No.: 1028.93049 



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 J. O’BRIEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102837/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR, PIC., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CATERPILLAR, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ,2012 

r/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.92814 
(914) 345-7301 

4 
3 

gLED 
p#!$ 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
FREDERICK PORTA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104029/03 & 
126686/02 

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/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 fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and withput costs. 

, d 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89252 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

COUN I Y :;I tRK'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: 

JAMES W. CALLINAN 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108898/03 

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 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 flwa 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 fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90131 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F l  D "  
MAR 1 5  2032 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROBERT ROCCABRUNA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10061 0/03 

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 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma 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. 

& COURTTWY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa 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.: 473.89934 

F D SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

n 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No,: 124120-01 

WILLIAM J. SMITH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
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: 
z -  

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 n 2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 - I// Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

(732) 528-8888 
,---,--- - - - -  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable She&. Heitler 

MAR 022012 



This Document Relates To: 
Index No,: 123225-01 

BRUCE SNEED, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectian 

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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

y ^ i  

%-> ,' Weitz & Luxenberg i 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

I -- 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

,/ Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-S888 6$+--- 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

-1-----31---1-1 ----..--------x 

I In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

BENJAMIN F. KURTZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

lagainst- 

Index NO.: 100581-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

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 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 

i 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby di 
-7 

prejudice and without costs. k 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h y  '5 5 20'12 - 
MHl 

/$A /f&( Q@ipYc&€RK.SO- .(OW 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

MAR 0 2 2012 



1 

EDWARD P. FRANK (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---------__-___I_____________1r__ll_l___-----------*-----------"-"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing ulaintiffs' corndaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY. 
I. c 

I with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

~ 

and without costs. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 50 

I 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIWR 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

4 
1 F A R  1 5 ?Q12 

Hamson, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 COUNTY CLERK'S O P m  

NEW YORK - 
SO ORDERED: 

Honorable She 



This document relates to: Index No.: 120389/2001 
124454/2001 

ROBERT J. FITZGERALD (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORIR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------------------__flf____f_l___lll____------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

"ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A ttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



Plaintiffs, 

V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NYCAL 

Index No: 190 1402/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump 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 Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
4 

vPHILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorney hr Aaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 Buffalo, New York 14 

SO ORDERED, 

DOC # 01-2548789. I 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.12661/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

UNITEE CONVEirOR CCRPOFWI'ION I 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 7 0 0 5 / 0 2  
1 1 6 2 2 5 / 0 2  
1 2 7 3 1 0 / 0 2  
1 1 3 5 6 7 / 0 2  

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant LU 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

I same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

DATED : b4<3 f 5 2212 

& FLINN 
700  Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 -- 

lein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



OCTOBER 201 1 EXTREMIS 
TRIAL CLUSTER CASE: 

WHEREFORE, defendant WASTE MANAGEMENT, N C . ,  sued incorrectly herein as 

"WASTE MANAGEMENT, INC, (Individually and as Successor to Robert A. Keasbey 

Company)," hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant WASTE 

MANAGEMENT, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

IT IS SO ORDERED that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant WASTE MANAGEMENT, INC. are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
7 ~ 2?\,*\, 2012 a Mark Straw 

360 Lexington A 
Early & Strahss, 

New York, NY 100 17 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
RONALD SZAMATULSKI 

7 Times Square - lSth-floor 
Ne(2 12) 490-9 1 OOw YorM/&#d %a1&036 

Attorneys for Defendant NEW yoRK 
WASTE MANAGEMENT, INC. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 



* 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
2/6/12 

Our File No 
S-4349-03 

ROBERT J. BLASO 

INDEX NO. 
126937/02 and 10562~03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewnYork, New York 

-- - -  
RICHA 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

ttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 @,/ ,,, , 7 Y o r : N f  41rving~Iace F 00 J -3 X 

MAR 1 5  zr" - x.. 

COUNTY CL~ .RK~ 4 
t . ~ i ~ \ h l  VOR' 

SO ORDERED: 

U J z  
1L 

MAR 0 2 2012 



- 

I 

I dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
2/15/12 

I SUPREME COURT : ALL COTJNTIES 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
j 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 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-40 12-03 



'r'Mc:CCCjpk) 
81411 1 

MAURICE I-IOURIHAN 

INDEX NO. 
109642/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HQN. 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, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yark, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-6958-02 COUN-IY CI-ERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
21711 2 

Our File No 
S-544243 

".Y 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP BENEDETTO 
' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 
i 
i 

WHEREFORE, defdant  Consolidated Eclisan Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests swnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 3, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

. 

of New 
York, Inc. 

wing P l a g  d &E D 
NewYork, 1 0 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106578/02; 112732/02 

CARL CUCCO JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 3 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

,%AL Q % C d  C W  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GUY MARKS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 ,2012 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 114898/02; 106706/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

ED K. BO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/IC ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'.,' , G h  ~ i 

. <  Frank Ortiz; ksq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, ---2322 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

D 

1715610 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER 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 
2 / [ f  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Vd k: w 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 18977/02; 1 15009/02 

JOHN A. GENTILE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2//@ ,2012 

>> -5" 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1715610 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. KF,OUGH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?.#I!& ,2012 

i ' -  Frank Ortiz, Esq. ,**A % 2 $ ; y  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. u%<b, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

aL4 %& 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitle? 

1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PEGGY LOFTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2/(6 ' ,2012 

: .~ , .Y 

* *\yI 

" a ," Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAM R. MOGAVERO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
) 2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D 

30UN 1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 4) 2 2012 
171 5610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ....................................................... 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 106693/02; 1 15024/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
-_----._____"___________________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2!/6 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

%!A dl %c& 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F 

f B 

V R  0 2 2012 1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WARREN WHITE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/fG ) 2012 

n 

Y Frank Ortiz, Esq. (, ,.,+.I 

v i  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 Commnv 

1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Index No.: 110524/02; 106808/02 

THOMAS H. VALONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_"___ I - - - - "_ - - - - - - . - -~~ - - - - - - . . . . ~ - - - - -~ . .~ -~ - - - - -~ . .~ -~~- - -~ . .~"~~~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 l l G  ,2012 

'* 
1%: .'\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. b* ?,\ 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
NewYork-NewYork l 0 M  I 1 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK T. WEBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/lc ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

EQ 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



SUPFWMF, COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA 
CONROY, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et. al. 

: 

: 

I .  

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEXNO.: 190138-10 

NO OPPOSTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendants. I : I 
L . 

WHEREFORE, defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION D/B/A WILSON SNYDER PUMPS 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3 2 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION D/B/A 

WILSON SNYDER PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FLOWSERVE CORPORATION D/B/A WILSON SNYDER PUMPS be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
a\& 

SEDGWCK, C 
Attorneys for 
Wilson Snyder Pumps 
Three Gatewq 

Mark Bibro, Esq. 
Early & Strauss, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor .-rh _. f - 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Dated: 



SUPRI 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 1 IHeitler. J.1 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ITIGATION A e n - n m n n  T 
A3BC3 1 u3 L 

This Document Relates to: 

James D. Lanigan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I' 
Index No: 1078 17/99 

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. 

:ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

F I I  E n  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICI 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New w York 
,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 4 Judith A. Y itz, Esq ./Craig Blau, 

I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

.. 

Y I 
Hon. SherrZr K. Heitler 

MAR 0 2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 12 1 132/99 

Patrick H. McCabe 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
m $8 ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
m I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. vavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27" Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
4 
7 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rosario Morreale 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12452YOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhaAR 
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 
2012 k’!:’;h $ ’ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 N e w Y o r k , ~ ~  10016 I E D 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floo 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
. r- NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&y er 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent S .  Nogas 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1864/01 

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 

-I 

@(3% ,2012 
A ?,.. 

\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Judith A. Xdvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

(212) 558-5500 

1 16 East 27* Street, 12*Floo 
New York, NY 100 16 T L E D  (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5  2012 

. Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 19278/00 

John Thomas O'Donnell 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 FER 8 8  A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Judith A. Yhitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

(212) 558-5500 

116 East 27th Street, 12thFloor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.12438/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30  
e Sherry Klein He,tler 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER, Deceased, 
Index No. : 115157/02 

107004 /02  

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Ccnveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpo 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

DATED : 
East Hanover, NFW 

I >  " *. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.12421/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 113792/02 
PEGGY LOFTON, 1 0 6 6 9 0 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY LKJD(;MENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENB GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFP u0 
Attorneys for & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, .-- 

'E 



536.12407/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 106508 /02  
ROLAND E. LaDIEU, SR., 110790/02 

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 
LJNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
tt al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

3ornplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

;am@ are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

lEITZ & LUXENBERG 
.ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
'ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 
Klein Heitler 

MAR a 2 201t 



ELIZABETH ADAMS, Individually and as Executrix of NO OPPOSITION I 
the Estate of RICHARD ADAMS, deceased, I SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

zg?Fl L E D Plaintiffs 

X -____-__--_*_l-l---__l______________l____ 

U A R  1: 5 2012 

y0RK 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant, THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually an 8s 
Successor to McDONNELL DOUGLAS), hereby request summary judgment in t 'CLERI('S QTm 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectian 3212, and Section 
Court's Amended Case Management Order dated September 20, 1996 and amended February 19, 
2003 dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint and all amendments thereto with prejudice based upon 
Plaintiffs lack of identification of exposure to any asbestos containing product for which 
Defendant, THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually and as Successor to McDONNELL 
DOUGLAS), bears legal responsibility, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually and as Successor to McDONNELL 
DOUGLAS), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Bonnie M. Steinwolf, Esq. 
HELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys far PlainrifS 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

THE BOEING COMPANY 
3 Gannett Drive 
White Plains, NY 10604 

File No. 07040.00005 
91 4-323-7000 

MAR 
ENTER: 

J.S.C. 

2980284. I 

,o 2 2012 
RECEIVED 

JAN 2 6  2011 
TRIAL SUPPORT OFFICE 
NYS SUPREME COURT - CIVIL 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MAXIMILLIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE I 
SPRENG, ; New York City Asbestos Litigation (NYCAI,) 

Plaintiffs, 

vs . 

3M COMPANY, et al, 

Defend ants. 

Index No. 190297/2011 

NO OPPOSITION S 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant RIELLO CORPORATION OF AMERICA, INC. (impr&erly 
0 

pled as Kiello Burners North America) (“RIELLO”) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR $32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against RIELLO 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross-claims against 

Dcfeiidant RIELLO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ’r’ork, New York 
January 5,201 2 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 4‘’’ Floor 

GIBBONS PC. 
One Gateway Center 
Newark, Ncw Jersey 07102-5310 
Attorneys for Defendant 1 

SO ORDEREIS, 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERGrP.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintgs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED /- 

Peggy L. Pan, EST 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 
(2 12) 506- 1700 



MICHAEL FLAHERTY as Executor for the 
Estate of EDWIN H. FLAHERTY, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

'-' J 

. .  A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et ai., . .. 

Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, i 

Defendants. 

X r I A R  1 5 -_----_"--_------_--___________l_______l--------------------"-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary ju gment in 
OFFICE 

p v y  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, smissi@w 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 
lu \a\ 9 2 3 1 L  

E!,\ I>.* \ ,,~ 
Mark Straws, Esq, ! '4 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC i 

Attorneys for Plaint# 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

1 Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1 700 

MAR 0 2 2012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVF,R BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----*----------------------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' ' ' * \ >  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JACK POLLOCK, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11938YOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

EMGAL MCCWBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAR 1 5 " 

il 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



ADIENCE, INC., W a  BMI, NC., et. al., 

Successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE") hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: New Yo .k, 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and 

MAR 1 5 /B12 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 OFF'' 

Ty (212) 558-5500 @Y& 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

-against- 

ABB, INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 11-190147 
Plaintif€, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Metropolitan Life Insurance Company hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant Metropolitan Life Insurance Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

February 1 , 2 0  12 

Mark Strauss 
Brian Early 
EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. 
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTlFFS 
360 Lexington Avenue 
20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
Phone: (212)986-2233 

Uustin R. Perri 
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT 
METROPOLITAN LIFE 
INSURANCE COMPANY 
750 Seventh Avenue 
Suite 1900 
New York, NY 10019 
Phone: (212)506-3900 

SO ORDERED, -.. 

4 

MAR 1 5 2012 ? 4 

COlJNl-Y CL.EI?K'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

M.4R O 2 2012 
1 



Defendants. 
X ---l___----__----r_-_l_______l__________-----------~------”------------- 

WHEREFORE, - .  Defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION SUCCESSOR IN 

INTEEST TO DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter “DURAMETALLIC”) 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Sections 32 3 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant DURAMETALLIC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New rk, New York q? \ 1 7 & 0 1 2  

EARLY & STRGUSS, LLC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Durame tal 1 i c 



536.12418/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler: 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 106964/02 
JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI, Deceased, : 112087/02 

Plaintiff , : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, her 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

irossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor be and thc 

3ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

IATED : MAR ? 5 ZElU 

COUNTY CLEi3KS OFFIU 

“JITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘”,’ & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
ler 

p ’ ” 4  022012 



536.12662/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN J. KEOUGH, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106693/02 
115009 /02  

(December 2 0 1 1  Monthly FIFO 
T r i a l  Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arid 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with 

DATED : 
East Haftqver, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 



536.12407/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES E. KEAHON, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106508/02 
110788/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebl 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

CJivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff': 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

2rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
ittorneys f o r  Plaintiff ' 

700 Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

1 

$0 ORDERED, 
lein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



536.12672/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GARY L .  FARNHAM, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITET) CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et ai. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 117982/02 
107006/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

3 Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
4ttorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

k Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LOUIS PAVON 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 
2 /I6 ,2012 

qv;*Jyi- 'I+ I.. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \%> 

_ _  - 
I 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

_- " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitle! 

MAR 0 2 2012 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DENIS A. DONAHUE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 /  16 ,2012 

OFFlCF 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K l e i m i b , /  

17 15610 
MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. O'BRIEN 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2!& ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -ff -Y=+' 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \\ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

and the 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

"_". 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heit12 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN A. HYNES 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 104 165/02 

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 a dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 # 4  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

q / L A  *& 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ERICH SZILLUS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 2/4 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2812 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein He& 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

STANLEY RYNDAK 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, 
4 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 l IG  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAR I 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

-- ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitle? 

YORK 

1715610 
MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N ~ W  
%@, && 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 2 4 ~  Floor 
y e w  York, New York 10005 

JAMES E. =AHON 

YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2 / &  ' ,2012 

F I L E D  
P 

MAR 1 5 2052 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106508/02; 110790/02 

ROLAND E. LADIEU SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 / [ G  ,2012 MAR 1 5 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDEmD, 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- - - - - -_ . - - - - - - . .___-- - - - . .~-~-- -~. . .~~~-- - .~"~~~--~-- - "~~~-- . . -~~~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 110775/02; 106508/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
______..._------..__-------.--------..-------..------"..------"-..-- 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE TINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 / I C  ,2012 

<.+; Frank Ortiz, Esq, %* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. G$, *. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

g!! 4 6  @&L 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company MAR 

GEORGE A. WALKER SR. 

1 5 20\2 

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 
7 #/I& ,2012 

L 3, Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. b n  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan. Esa. I 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaniy & C 
LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FREDERICK W. JACOB NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2/16 ' ,2012 

( 5  

"9°F 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1715610 

- 
Hon. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 

LLP 

Products Company 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANCIS J. ROKITKA 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: N e i y @  New York 
,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR 1 5 2022 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New,Yq#k, New York 10005 

/ __" .~" 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 

1715610 
MAR 0 2 2012 





Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW 4 -  

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI 

"OW 

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 Yark 
2/16 ,2012 

:,, 

A:, , - 
P t  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2812 

( 3 e y  Ybrk, New York 10005 
" " 

SO ORDERED, n 
Hon. Sherry 

MAR 0 2 20lP 
1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 17982/02; 107006/02 

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 
2/16 ,2012 

':" I Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. +# 

SO ORDERED, 

4, %& 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attornevs for Defendant A. 0. Smhh 

i 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor 
New York, New York 10005 ()@E 

th ' l\j? 
15 NbB 

cQU NE 
GhYOBK ERKS 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HARVEY FIALA 

4 @c& 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

New 88 Pine York, Street, New 241h York Floor 1000 6 I L E D \ ' +  

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 
2116 ' ,2012 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJC 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

JAMES A. FRETTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q 1 c  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 
17lS610 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
81811 I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, I INDEXNO* 1 15342102 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HASRVEY KESSLER 

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 casts. 

Dated: Ne York, New York Y I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7553-02 

Attorney m e f e n d a n t  
ConsoIidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 



ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR. 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
2/15/12 

Our File No 
$8637-02 

INDEX NO. 
1 14562/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FUCHARD L. BOSSEY 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 
5? /&  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

fg * .  
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

. 

SO ORDERED, 

1715610 MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____.._______...________________________~~~~.~.~~~~~~~...~~~~~~...~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 120391/01; 104304/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
..________..________...-----------------...-------..-------...------ 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN 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 
2/16 ' ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hkitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HAROLD L. GREEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/16 ,2012 

L> 
.r"l,",.#.&:-') Frank Ortiz, Esq. *%. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. +%>> 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

MAR 0 2 2012 
1715610 



WREFOFLE, defendant SCM Metal Products, Inc. (sued individually and as successor 

to National Radiator) ("SCM Metal") hereby requests sunmary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil pracrice law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant SCM Metal with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendant SCM Metal, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A 

Ir 

+- 

SO ORDERED, 

Brown Rudnick, LLP 
Seven Times Square 
New York, NY 10036 
2 12-209-4852 L?m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X - - - - - - - - - - - - - -*--------"--+-- 

X ------1--"~~~---~-~1~~~~~3__I_________-- 

This Document Relates To: 

MARGARET HICKEY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of HERBERT P. 
HICKEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100788-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JC., 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., fllda 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. 

Connor, Es 
o o n n . . ~ ~ ~ n  G8.WTY CLEWS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable %er$Rf Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFtK 
COUNTY OF NE3W YORK 

R 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

LINDA BOLTON, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THEODORE R. WOJTAS, and LINDA 
BOLTON, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
JOAN WOJTAS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Index No.: 105392-02 

JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

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 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -Yd7:t 

1 5  20'2 
I4 o'&LERKso- 

NEW yoRK 
x h 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Y Braaten & Pascarella, LLC Weitz & Luxenberg % * I  

Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
n 

HARRY W. GUY and EVA NIECZAJ-GUY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually 
and as Successor to Amtico Floors, et al, 

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., 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: -3 27,m/2 

Index No.: 190496-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Att&eys for Plai&ff(s) 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Ew CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Braaten & Pascarella, NEW YQRK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

anasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
d- 

HARRY W. GUY and EVA NIECZAJ-GUY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and 
as Successor to Amtico Floors, et al, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190496-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Dated: Rbuw 2-71 a1z 
I New York, r\ltsty York 

E D  , ,  

Lisa M. Pascarella, 'Esq. 2012  WEI IT^ LUXENBERG, P.C! " BRAATEN & PASCAR&k%,!L!& 

BIRD INCORPOM%b NEW YORK 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defend ,N-ly CLERKS OFFICE 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

w Jersey 08736 (212) 558-5500 

MAR 0 2 201Z 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OF@ 
G @ s r  /& /$j! Q e N f l F q ' " ; :  

$ ^ * ,  Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. M k  . . 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc.f@Q?MoM ' 
2430 Route 34 

d Attorney for Defendant S U N N  h 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 asquan, New Jersey 08736 

) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 20% 

A- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No.: 100820-02 

SEYMOUR STRAUCH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

X ------ll----_r-_rr________________l_l___--------"--------------- 

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 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 hqeby *%&it 



This Document Relates To: Index No.: 100822-02 

MARGARET SAMARTANO, as Executrix for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. HENDRICKSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), 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 

-A 
4 

T U N E  US WC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are here 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 

I 2430 Route 34 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 squan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 101057-02 

EVELYN GUIDO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
VINCENT J. GUIDO, and EVELYN GUIDO, 
Individually, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

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 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa 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, 
Honorable Sherry K.%eitler MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

n . . _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ - _  ~~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 105166-02 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and 
GRACE LEWANDOSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et wl., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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. 

@? D&'J r 7,Q22 
,\-E;\RS m \ c F  

c NEwYoRK 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a 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, 
MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 122701-01 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, Individually and 
as Administratrix for the Estate of EUGENE F. 
HOFF, 

Plaintiff(s), 

lagainst- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., 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 

T U N E  US INC., fWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F"O e Es D 
yf& f .7,qe 

c\2tFiv5 OFF'@ 
yp*J KIRK 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. h 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway Trane US Inc., f N a  American Standard, Inc. I 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, MAR 0 2 2Q12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YO% 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES KLEIN, 

Index No.: 100821/02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

X -------___I____________________n_______------------------------ 

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/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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORJIERED, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq.;f)i 11' 1 I '1 (:\ F'RK'S OFFICE 
i UVYORK Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VEDA DUELL, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT SUMMONS DUELL and VEDA DUELL, 
Individually. 

. .... 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos. 110260-04 
11 1642-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. . . .. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&/!-I ,2012 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
VEDA DUELL, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of ALBERT SUMMONS DUELL and 
VEDA DUELL, Individuully New York, New York 
700 Broadway (2 12) 79 1-0285 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
>I 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190162/10 

ROBERT HOMBEKGEK 
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 thc sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, h c .  
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Dated: M - m  



SUPREME COURT OF TJXF, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_- 
This Document Relates To: 

CHRISTINE WISSING, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of ALFRED FEDEFUCK 
WISSING, 

Index No.: 123130-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.C. and &, INC., 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., 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: h a  27.ml7.- 
New York, a Y o r k  , y  *I 5 +. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenbexg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLCbfrvi' 
Attorney for Defendant , *\' 9 * - L  I *  -.)q!& 

>c' OFF\& ,, ~ya: I J 

Trane US Inc., f N a  Arr@jWd S@nCEdd; Tnc. 
2430 Route 34 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 113567-02 
1273 12-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OFWER 

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 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: A- \ \ 5 \ \ I- 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa Americ 
2430 Route 34 

- -  (732)528-8888 ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Manasquan, New Je (212) 558-5500 

MAR 1 5 2012 

w YORK 

SO ORDERED, couiq 1 y (JLHK'S OFFlCE 

PA.!? 0 2 204tP' 



SUPREME COURT OF T m  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 123007-01 

DENNIS MILEY, as Executor for the Estate of 
ARTHUR J. MILEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

E D  

Dated: 1 \ J-3 \ \ L 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant 5 TI2 
Trane US Inc., fMa A m e r i c g k h a r d ,  nc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jerse@&?& NE\M , f O ~ ~  

) 528-8888 

y CLEl1M'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

AX.  & $. INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 106292-00 
125782-99 

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/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, MC., 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: 2 \ L 3 \  \ 

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 -- Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 102947-02 

MARY ANN BALLARD NYBACK, 
Administratrix for the Estate of EDWARD W. 
NYBACK, and MARY ANN BALLARD 
NYBACK, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Blaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

4ER CAN 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I lr;~; OFFICE 
Pl  > ,  

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 

.b ‘%;ORK 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 squan, New Jersey 08736 

!w 02 201~i SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of FELIX OJEDA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 102508-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., 

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, 

ORDEKD, 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. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 121518/03 

MONROE H. EVANS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Jndividually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
,2012 

$- . & * k d  b 1 ( ‘  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

&BRADLEY,LLC 

New York, New York 1003@ 

Attorneys for Defendant I. . C””,2 

(212) 791-0285 Fa‘, 

SO O R D E R E U  
H o w e s  kfkin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 109851/03 

RAYMOND J. MOORE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n 

Dated: New York, New York 
y b r  ,2012 

mt A d m l  1 .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

D  MA^ & BRADLEY, L 

Attorneys for Defendant M>‘* 

150 adway, Suite 600 b I.= 
New York, New York 10038 

4 K. n‘k?;l 

c(-JLIb 1 t i”  ’ tv +ql.)\?K 
(212) 791-0285 i ;fL‘c’ - oFF\CE 

Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 

HERMAN R. RICHMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 118014/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant ReynoldsMctals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ? -  

all 7 ,2012 

W 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003s MAR 1 5 20‘2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant E.RK~ OFFICE COUNTY YORK (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 100455/05 
124487102 

KENNETH L. NIXON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
L/ .\ 7-. ,2012 -- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

f l  
(212) 558-5500 

Y & BRADLEY, ..- 
Suite 600 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant!? 
(2 12) 79 1 -0285 ‘t 

I 

Dated: 

MAR 0 2 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110268/02, 125561/02 

BRUCE B. BEAMER, 

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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Beamer, Bruce B. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-5875 



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: 

BRUCE B. BEAMER, 
j Index No.: 110268/02, 125561/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-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 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Beamer, Bruce B. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAR 1 5 2012 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 103870/02 

Donald M. Taylor 
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 Y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106508/02 

Salvatore Tine 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests swnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 882012 n 1 

Judith A. Yivitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
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 YO= 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James E. Keahon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests s m a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A FEB 2 & 2012 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. . Judith A. Ybitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ >  DARGER ~RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 D (212) 452-5300 



I 
~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. Keough 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106693/02 

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 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 
FEB 9,82012 

i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith A. Y&tz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

F I L E D  (212) 452-5300 



.- .. .. .. . .. . . . . __ .. .- . . . 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, J.) 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106690/02 

Peggy Lofton 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
kE.8 2 8,2012 

/ .  I -  

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Judith A. Y a ~ &  EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 F I L E D  

MAR 1 5 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 

NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 15 157/02 

Robert Lydecker 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,> 

' ,  
FE.r 28,2012 

\ r  

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A, J@ivitz Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

f 

F I L E D  
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 21112 
7 1  

SO ORDERED, 
1 LlGl 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert Lydecker 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107004/02 

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 
FEB $82012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 1 0003 New York, NY 1001 6 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27’ Street, 12* Floor 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 

MAR 0 2 2012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Guy Marks 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106581/02 

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 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

FEB Z 8,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas H. Valone 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106808/02 

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 
FEij 2 8  ,2012 

I 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. % \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, i 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106457/02 

George A.Walker, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 

\ 

FFd 2 8,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

F \ 1 E D  4, 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

QB12 
MhR f 5  - 

s OFWE 
c,\-FVC 

SO ORDERED, @rsr;EyJ , r m K  
Hon. S h e d  K. S i t l e r  

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FrankT. Weber 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103447/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 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 
FF,-3 3 8 , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP ,, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 116 East 27* 

Attorneys for Dana 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103227/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Terrence Walsh 
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 
FEB 8 8 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles J. Wilson 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18277/02 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A 

Dated: New York, New York 
FES 2 8,2012 

Judith AlYaviE, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ed K. Bo 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 

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. 

%"d";;: Dated: New Y 

n, 
I - -  . , ~ ,  I + -  i. V W  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. $ 7  Judith A. 'Ipavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 00 16 

(212) 452-530$ D 
MAR 1 5 2042 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10 1 129103 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joan M. Cosbey 
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 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler MAR 0 2 2018 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124444/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joan M. Cosbey 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F F ~  2 82012 

Judith Apavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York ,go  llgl" E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

%\ .'r "4 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452- m 1 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 124444/02 

Johannes DeValk 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFB z 8,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-53F I 
MAR 1 5 2092 

TOUN I Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

\ 

7 

_ c  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Dominic Elia 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10033 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

1 
MAR 1 5 2612 a 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ____ 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph J. Lunga 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123 165/02 

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 
FER 3 8  ,2012 

/ 
Judith A. Yavx,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

4 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 243 3 9/02 

Anthony J. Mignone, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, fomerly 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 
FF.Q 2 82012 

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 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

New York, NY 1001 
(212)452-5300 I 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 101955/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Anthony J. Mignone, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 

I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
q!2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street. 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 14568/02 

John Monaghan 
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 Y New York 
2 8.2012 

I O  

*<t-  ’ Frank Ortiz, Esq. j” 4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

f l  
Judith rYavi tz ,  EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 

[ L E D  (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Murray 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 
Judithw Yatitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 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 

SO ORDERED, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125213/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



. ... .. ... . . . . - . . -. .. -. . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No. 106645/01 

John S. Zebracki 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 .. 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

N 

Judith A. Yavik, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12*h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h w  . Heit12 



SUPUME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 12444/02 

Gertrude Agrifoglio 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

D (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 114013/02 

Elmer Alberico 
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 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I., \ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
XhewK. Heitler L NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



I WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

George E. Allen 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

Index No: 122052/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

I 
MAR f 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1373 1/02 

Sidney L. Brown 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 88,2012 

, .  / 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith 4 Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12" Floor 

F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 12 1775/02 

Charles A. Buchholz 
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 
FEH 3 8 ,2012 n 

- 1, * \ *< JudithfA. Yavitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 F l k E D .  

I 



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: 1 140 16/02 

Joseph E. Carr 
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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

F I  D 4 
(212) 452-5300 

4 
-Y MAR f 5 2g?2 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, 
Hen. Sherry K. Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 16052/02 

Agnes Cestare 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8,2012 v: 

if 

$a, I ib,, L v' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 

F New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael J. Susino 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 17863/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. *?itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

i D 
' F 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
MAR 1 5 2J92 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ .. 

This Document Relates to: 

Bernie G. Tafoya 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102941/01 

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 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 

c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 D (212) 452-5300 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Jack Tolomeo 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100587/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Ybvitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5  2cj2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1393 8/00 

Salvatore J. Vasta 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY' 
JUDEPENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-e titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

i 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. w, .-.."- 
-** *$, 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. *"\% 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 D i E l  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5  2882 

MAR 0 2 2812 



IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 107003/02 

Frederick W. Jacob 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFB 2,&012 

I I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
r 

MAR 0 2 2012 



I Milton E. Jacobs 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: 107005/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 

1 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Y&tzyEsq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 113567/02 

Milton E. Jacobs 
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 

I 

FEB 28,2012 

\ <  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ed K. Bo 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114898/02 

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 N York 
F04 !&O]Z 

Judith A. Yaditz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120399/01 

Richard L. Bossey 
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 
2 8,2012 / >  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. Yditz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, L 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th F 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph A. Conte 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106708/02 

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 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

D New York, NY 100 1 
(212) 452-530p \ 

Hon. Sherry K. Haler  
MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106578/02 

Carl Cucco, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

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 
FEd 2 8,2012 ,,, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1 

Judith A. @vitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 102421/02 

Denis A. Donahue 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 63 2 8 , 2 0 1 2  r* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 

Judith A. pavitz, Esq.lCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

L E D (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ _____ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eric E. Dreimiller 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106695/02 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FE3 262012 ! .  ... _,.. - _  

1 )  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Vvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
NewYork,NY l g 6 5  i. 8 .L7 'g k- Q 
(212) 452-5300 ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 107006/02 

Gary L. Farnham 
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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Co 
116 East 27* Street, 12th 
New York, NY 1w 

$" (212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300 ~4 ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harvey Fiala 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

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 

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 
FE8 242012 , 

i - i  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for 
700 Broadway 116 East 27th 
New York, NY 10003 New York, N 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300 \ 5 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael 0. Flynn 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120391/01 

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: NeTEqrlj p w  York 
,2012 ! 

I . I  
I .. \, I .-- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5  2ol2 

SO ORDERED, 

c0u1.11-y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry K. H&r 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN E: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 107006/02 

James A. Fretto 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FE? 2 $2012 

I 
i; . 

Frank'Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 

'< I. , 1 , I. 
I > -  

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 

Fo16 L E D (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 "el2 
FFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sam r. Mogavero 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106706/02 

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 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 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

F'I I, E D (212) 452-5300 

I MAR 1 5 2012 

MAR 0 2 20lte 



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: 106695/02 

John A. Gentile 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, . FEB 882012 

I 
C "  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Judith A. %it;, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 452-5300 FKED 
MAR 1 5 21112 

COUNTY CLERK'S 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 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12039 1 /O 1 

Harold L.Green 
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 
W U ~ W 1 2  

- 

, I  > .  
1, 

r . -.. i, \ {  

FrankOdiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

, I  > .  
1, 

r . -.. i, - \ {  

FrankOdiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

FI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 104 165/02 

John A. Hynes 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FE4 2 0  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. " 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/01 

Mark D. Ashton 
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 
FFS g w 0 1 2  , 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick Myers 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103452/02 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
FEY 9 8  ,2612 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Judith A. Ydvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10014 

(212) 452-5300 F I L E D  
I 

MAR 1 5  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. O'Brien 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102837/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn .R 
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 
FFcr 22x2 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Ab----- DARGER Judith A. ERRANTE vitz, Esq./Craig YAVITZ Blau, & Esq. BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Ffoor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 MAR 1 s  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_. 

This Document Relates to: 

Louis Pavon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120430/0 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 plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFH 98,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Judith A. Y&itz,%sq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 F I L E a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Stanley Ryndak 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1057 13/02 

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 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 
FFH) %8,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Judith A. YGitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 112561/02 

Stanley Ryndak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
. FFH 282012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Judith A. Ybvitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

10016 
F 1 L E  

MAR 1 5 2022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 105562/02 

Erich Szillus 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
Ff i  2,82012 n 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Judith A. YaGitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12" Floor 

(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

=!2E Dated: New Y 

*f3 5% 

i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 Zfh Floor 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 

NEW WRK 
. COUNN CLERK'S OFFIe  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherryrHelZZ&r 

~~~~ 0 2 2012' 

A 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald M. Taylor 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190336/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Helmut P. Siemer 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190242/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
FEB 8 8  ,2012 

Judith A. Yadtz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 MI? 1 5 2012 (212) 558-5500 

C m T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDEED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 105615199 

Helmut P. Siemer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 282012 n 

I 
._. . - /I/ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. Yabitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

F I  D (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

/ 
MAR 1 5  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10 1 80/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael J. Susino 
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 
FEB 3 8,2012 

_-  

Judith A. Yabitz, 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 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Thomas O'Donnell 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19374/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 

FBZ$ ,2012 n 

Judith A. pvi tz ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-\ ~ 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 193 73/00 

Leslie Charles Payne 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 FER 2 8  ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ . 

This Document Relates to: 

Jack Pollack 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) L - 

Index No: 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 FFQ 1 8  ' 

< , -  
\ 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

vitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. -+----- DARGER RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

R I L E D  
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 

. . C W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICF 
M W  YQRK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 102939/99 

Roger Prince 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 m 8 8  

~ > * _ -  . 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A! Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

D (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
hu? 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122205199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Quinn 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York f m g  ,2012 

" _  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Judith A. yv i tz ,  EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 

New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Quinn 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108603/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y , New York 
f 9 & + 4 0 1 2  

. . .I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12" Flo 
New York, NY 100 16 

1 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 7: 

MAR 0 2 201i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 108856/00 

Benjamin F. Richards 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ I  

FER 282012 
* -  , 3  , 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '< 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Ylvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George J. Sabo 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12348 1/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph G. King, Sr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125767100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k &w York +di i 8  ,2012 

Judith A. Y&itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

,-. \ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 

, , F I L E D  (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 15729/05 

John Knox 
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: N 

Judith A. Jlfplvitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERMNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27’ Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5  20Q 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1924/98 

John Lafferty 
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 -'m 9 8 ,2012 
- ^a*__. 

\ !  

\ 
> -  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. yvi tz ,  EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 F I L E D  
(2 12) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 :dl2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

l and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

WHEWFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

This Document Relates to: 

Karl E. Neubert 

Index No: 1057 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
FEB 282012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212)452-5300 I L E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123970/02 

Damiano Quattrocchi 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * Judith A avitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

FFQ 2 8  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sol Shargel 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124444/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OROER 

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 
FER 2 8,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

~ ' 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: Index No: 12444 1 /02 

Louis Silbert 
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, fomerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York b 9 h 1 2  n 

7 1  - 
1. Frank Ortiz; Esq. ~. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, N Y  100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 452-5300 

Hon. S h e W H e i t l e r  

4 MAR 1 5 3 1 2  

-CLQ.UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW/ YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Terrence Walsh 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12444 1 /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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I> .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 
Judith A. $vitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard A. Waligovska 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103278/99 

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 lcnown as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

{ 

i P ,I + . 
F , .--**- -. 

UXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- I -- -- 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

3 
F I L E D .  (2 12) 452-5300 

MAR 1 5 2012 I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- - "I 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 022012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas E. Williams 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19376/OO 

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 

Qi Judith A. Y itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas E. Williams 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106981/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ney&of$Jew York 
,2012,5" 

*'. . d 
-"% 
'I 

'T, 8 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

IX - 
Judith A. Yawtz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James E. Wilson 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No 1 1 93 76/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE9 defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEd 2 8 9 2012 

" *--. 
I '  

* * & > .  '\ ?ttcb ~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

w 
I Y  

Judith A. W i t z ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

. -  

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John S. Zebracki 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 12002/9237 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ :'5 
FER 242012 

./Craig Blau, Esq. 
E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

D New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120737/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thaddeus Sarama 
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 
FEB 8 8,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 F I  D 
MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122 193/99 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
II 

This Document Relates to: 

Thaddeus Sarama 
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 
FFB 2 8  ,2012 

I 

Judith A. Ya#itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floo 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 1 5 20f2 i -* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120739/99 

Thaddeus Sarama 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY Y 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEH 3 8 , 2012 

I 
, _  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thaddeus Sarama 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1 124/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

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 

- -. 
FER 2 8  ,2012 . 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 169 16/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent Avesato 
NO OPPOSITION SUMll R1 1 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. 

n 
CL >+YL 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k,., \ itz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27’ Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 
F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT : AL,L COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

TMc:CCopk) 
2/71 I2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION. 1 121910/02 I , -  - 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

ison company of New 
York, Inc. 

4 

MAR 1 5 zfilz .I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8938-02 

MAR 0 2 2012 



TMc:CCGpk) 
2/61 1 2 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK MYERS 
I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
j JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a- \ \ S  \\a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

/ New York, 'NY 
. 'P'I" D 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Our File No 
S-5623-02 



TMc : CCCjpk) 
2/61 12 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New 'fork, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

New York, NY PI32 E D 
SO ORDERED: MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK I 

1 MAR 022012 I 

Our File No 
S-4127-07 

IN 1zE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VICTOR TORINO 

INDEX NO. 
107848/07 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 



TM c : C C(j pk) 
8/4/ 1 1 

CHARLES FRENCH 

INDEX NO. 
1057 16/02 AND 1 1 1684/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Bdison Company of New Yark, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dared: New ork, New York 

- . . . . - .- 
&LUXENBERG,P.C.U 1 ESQ. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6453-03 

MAR 0 2 2012 



b 
XL' 

-1 INDEX NO. 
IN W NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 1 1051 77/02 

1 HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
I 
NO OPPOSInON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
2 A  

I 4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

I MAR 1 5 2012 
Our File No 
S-5130-02 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTQTNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
M W  BRUNSVWCK, MJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, WJ 

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: 

BERNADETTE HRUBY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190266/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

IATED: New York, New York 

T"E#b& ~~~~~ DAGLAND, c. LONGO, B A K ~ R ,  MORAN E- 
JNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
torneys for Defendant, 
Ihler Co. 
I Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
?w Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

F!&LLanyaa, -a 

7 WEITZ DANIEL & LUXENBERG, ASSERBERG, P.C. E Q. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
BERNADETTE HRUBY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 ORDERED: 

MAR 1 5 20'12 

COUNTY CLEINS OFF1 

MAR 0 2 2012 NEWYoRK 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 0002 1/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harry A. Burton, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Judith A. kkvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

D h i  

New York, NY 100 16 
(212)452-5300 F \ 1, E 

n I 

t 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S%&y K. Heitler 
. 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred G. Cordes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19826/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant 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 

Judith A. Vvitz, 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 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 

(2 12) 452-5300 F I L E D .  1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher;y K. Heitler 

MAR O 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert J. Des Chenes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19396/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 
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 
Fm 8 8  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Judith A. Uvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC. 
1 16 Easi 27fh Street, 12"*Floor . 
New York,NY 10016 F 1 
(212) 452-5300 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, VAhi 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 105756/00 

James Fitzpatrick 
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 
r n 8 $  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, 'Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. a v i t z ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

Y 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

M A R  0 2 2012 



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: 

Gary Glick 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18869198 

NO OPPOSITION SUMP RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 
FF'? 3 8  ,2012 

- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19756/0 1 

Harry Dockweiler 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Judith A. vavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
N e w Y o r k , ~ ~  10016 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D ~ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 j 

MAR 1 5 2012 

MAR 0 2 2012 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James Fitzpatrick 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1986/99 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

~ 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

I thereto, 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F ' - - ,  + ,g , 2012 

-.- - 
! 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith A. yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Compmps, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

i (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
MAR '1 5 2012 4 

9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 103447/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK WEBER, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 2\27 ,2012 
New York, New York 

AAA 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Linl 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. S E G ~ L  MCCAMBR~DGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  ~ 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651,-7500 

mUNn CLEW’S OFFIC€ 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, (-V/”J 
Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106808/02 

THOMAS VALONE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, 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. 

_1 ,,, . 
‘3 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k?;\, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGM MCCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2M2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106706/02 

S A M  MOGAVERO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3 i l l  ,2012 
New Yor , New York 

. -  )A , 

I M R  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. r. Foster, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, l?e SEGAX M~CAMBR~DGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wed-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

-_I--- 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106457/02 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

Dated: A, 2012 
New Yoik, New York 

, ---. 1 
t +$- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

B I L E 
MAR 1 5 2012 

D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 119387/00 

HARRY A. BURTON, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: z 1 ,2012 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



&REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 100455/05 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KENNETH NIXON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

John 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 125335/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN BUNDY, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: '2 127 ,2012 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.E,"t 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

D 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 '1 5 :QQ 

W N '  AEflYORK 

(212) 558-5500 Y 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 ., ,'-LHgs om= 

MAR 0 2 2012 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 103372/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN A. BARRETT, 
Plaint i ff(s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: ,2012 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

MAR 1 5 2012 

COUm I Y a,i-LRKS OFFIG 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 120396/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

MARK ASHTON, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Q p T  ,2012 
New York, New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lv 'I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

F 
(212) 651-7500 L 1 ,,.e 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 19031 1/11 

JOSEPH MILAZZO., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3 12-7 ,2012 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 h \ 'dL 
New York, NY 10022 

MAR 1 ?*"' ' (212) 651-7500 
/ 

SO ORDERED, 
H 0 n . w  Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN ZEBRACKI, 
Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

Index No.: 106645/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: L(\u ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 1 5 2012 

CoUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105615/99 

190242/09 

HELMUT P. SIEMER, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN 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: =+ ,2012 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

W eil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 1 

MAR 1 5  2312 ' (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 123481/00 

GEORGE SABO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: + ,2012 

D Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102939/99 

ROGER PRINCE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: -.[be ,2012 
w York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 D 1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

c ~ ~ r u  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108669/00 

GEORGE MARTIN, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAlN 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. 

Dated: 3.1 \u ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

' F \  0 Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100 * 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

M A R O  2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105713/02 

STANLEY RYNDAK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 21 \q ,2012 
x e w  York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

SINGER & MA&NEY, LTD. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
F-1 b E D 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 MAR 1 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDE 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106508/02 

SALVATORE TINE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 71 \ ,2012 
New York, New York 

G 

JenniMr L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 MAR I 5 ,7012 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRISME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 120430/01 

LOUIS PAVON, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 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: LI \ w  , 2012 

Q$f/& J 

Jenni er L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  e 

) i  
$50 Third Avenue, Suite 110 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

1 
MAR 1 5 1012 

~ U W  I Y CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106508/02 

JAMES KEAHON, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAW, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

r 

, * F I L E D  
(212) 651-7500 

MAR 1 5  20t2 

MAR 4) 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107006/02 

GARY FARNHAM, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

HK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

I 

Honshen-$& in Hlitler 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 103278199 

RICHARD WALIGOVSKA, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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: 7.1 1 ,2012 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 MAR 1 5  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
hdex No.: 102941/01 

BENNIE TAFOYA, 
Plaint iff( s) , 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: t t w  ,2012 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
F I I,,,, E D 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CILFRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 119373/00 

~ 

LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 'Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLah be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 3 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 = 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  
New York, NY 10022 " MAR 1 5 2012 
(212) 651-7500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
/ MEW Y0RK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VINCENT NOGAS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 11 1864/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3.1 \u ,2012 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105296/00 

ANTONIO PARRA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, 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: a la-, ,2012 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

3 
F I L E D \ '  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

COU Nl'Y C 1-E I7 WS OFFICE 
-. NFW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 120391/01 

HAROLD GREEN, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition theret 0, 

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: 2127 ,2012 

' C  _. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & M'hON- LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
F I II, E D  

(2 12) 65 1-7500 MAR 1 5 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106695/02 

JOHN A. GENTILE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEWFORE, 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. 

Dated: 2/27 ,2012 
Nep,York, Ney York i! 

&*A 
. *  t 1 

Dated: 2/27 ,2012 
Nep,York, Ney York i! 

&*A 
. *  t 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

". . 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

MAR 0 2 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. ~~ 

JOHN THOMAS O’DONNELL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 119278/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being *- - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA and MARGARET 
ROCCABRUNA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. : 1006 10/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND @ELDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
I 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, hc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BlSGAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway i 

(212) 232-1300 

c($$~TY CLERK'S OFFCE 
NEW 'd'3RK 

4814-7534-7470, I 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YQRK crry 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORr3EFI 

This Document relates to: 

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA and MARGARET 
ROCCABRUNA, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMJTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1006 1 0/03 

_.. . - -. 
“ r T  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

1 

WHEKEFOEE, defendant, Peerless Industries, lnc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Ycrk, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, lnc. 
LEWIS BKISBO~S BISGAARD & SMl’l’H LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 IO0 
New York, New York 10005 

rt and Margaret Roccabr 
’% & LUXENBERG, r’.c’. 

i 

(212) 232-1300 

4814-7534-7470.1 



- 

From: FAXmaker To: Peter Venetis Esq Page: 4 1  Date: 3/5/2012 10:59:36 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenhurg, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defcndants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No. 112709/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PeerIess Industries, Inc., hereby rcqucsts summary judgment in 

CI Civil Prwhce T,aw U l e s  6 3212. dismissina &tiff's I .  

-- 
1 1  

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Xnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

F no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all dd!!a&r@aims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo -4 

7z J L  z 

Matthew Machtyre, Esq. d 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles and Kathy Sneckenburg 

700 Broadway 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, 2lStFloor 
New York, New York 10005 

LEWIS BRISBW BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WE1T.Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: h t t p ~ / / W , Q f i , c ~  , . ,  



From: FAXmaker To: Peter Venetis Esq Page: 5i7 Date: 3/5/2012 10:59:37 AM I - > '  
SUPREME COURT OF THE: STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN FEZ NEW YORK~OUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~. 1 NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 106694/02 

AS BEST0 S LIT1 GATION 

' h i s  Document relates to: 

Norman James Reinard and Eva Reinard, ! 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
-against- / SUMMARY JIJnGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WEEREFORE, defendant, Pcorless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

ed case. to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 
.I-_ 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., withprcjudicc in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

-3 

7& d ? Z t . .  
Matthew MacTntyre., Esq. a 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Norman James Reinard and Eva Reinard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRXSBOIS BL3GAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21 St Floor 
New York, New Yo& 1000s 
(212) 232-1300 

MAR 0 7 2012 

4844-0721 -4662.1 4852-5083-7005 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server Far more information, visit: http//v.ww.gfi.com 
. . .  , 

http://http//v.ww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

This Document relates to: 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WENDELL CORWIN SR., and ALICE 
CORWIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 190477/11 
108354/00 
1 10080/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and incorrectly sued 

Peerless Heater Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plai s complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 
/ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the s 

dan!@ll I c b i m P n d  cross! claims against 

pwjudice and without 

costs. 1 b-* 

Dated: New York, New York 
7-75- / \  

&L 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Wendell Convin Sr, and Alice Convin 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10005 New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

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: 

WENDELL CORWIN SR., and ALICE 
CORWIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 

Index No.: 190477/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3 2 E d & m @ l a i f y 4 ’  

complaint against Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: MAR 1 e’ 2432 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

against Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
&&-/ 2- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wendell Convin Sr. and Alice Corwin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 232-1 300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, j Index No. 1 15 179102 
107004/02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et ul., 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendanks, all c1&8 &d;ch#@ claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are he d without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
F&<LZI20/2 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Lowell H. Thompson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-27730 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4852-6326-4782. I 



From: FAXmaker To: Peter Venetis Esq Page: 217 Date: 3/5/2012 10:59:36 AM 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantsM& Yjrn5fid cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same -&@fwd with rejudice and without 

costs. 

,I 

K h  OFF/& 

~ 

N ~ Y O R K  ~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 106706/02 
This Document relates to: I 

Donald L. Sterner and Margaret Sterner, ! 

Plain~ffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
-against- ! SUMMARY JIJDGMENT : MOTION AND OmER 

A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled . case. . pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, FC 

Matthew Mdntyre, Jr., E d  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Donald and Margaret Sterner 
WEITZ & LWNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRIsBOIS BISQAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York. New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-0721-4862.1 4852-5083-7005 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com ' A  . J; ' 

;i *, ., 
* y  :r: 

http://www.gfi.com


COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY' 

1 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, I.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

i Index No. 10 1768/03 
124489102 

MICHAEL W. RTCKARD and MARY RTCKARD, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 
M% '$ad 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby $smissed w1 prej 

costs. 

without 

Dated: Ne+ ry New York 
b Z O [ L  

*?- u 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

-sq. / v , J ! & ~  F r W d L  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Michael W. and Mary Rickard 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1863-17647 MAR 0 ? 2012 

4852-63264782.1 



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.) 

j Index No. 124339/02 
10 1994/03 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS HYNES and CLAIRE HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudi 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim!$d tr(is&&hs against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisse c o u N n ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  without 

~+$ 
costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. /It.,hrsK.rPwwxlk 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & sMl'1.H LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Thomas and Claire Hynes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 
1863-27623 

4852-6326-4782.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSELLE SYRACUSEy as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH SYRACUSE, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 127679/02 
124444/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., wi 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, #fi8ldr& N& cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are '"!!~Mt$#&p&ce here y and without 

costs. 
YORK 

York, New York 
Dated: Yr G ( Z 0 l L  

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. -sq. f i u h  rbcl glFh/cc/I* 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joselle Syracuse, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Joseph Syracuse 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

1863-26157 

Hon. Sherry Kxin Heitler 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4852-63264782.1 



I- * 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 relates to: 

i Index No. 1 19504/02 
1 13278/02 

JOHN P, BYRNE, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEEFORE2, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with preju 

no opposition thereto, * *  

MA& 1 -' - 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f e n d a n t $ w v  and $o&&airns against 

s r n i s s P H - W  '*'* dwithout defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are her 
-- 

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-23032 

4852-6326-4782.1 

MAR 0 7 2Olf 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ANDREW KORNACKI and LUANA KORNACKI, j Index No. 121910/02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed w %lR pr k*§ J di * w n  d without 

costs. 
? COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK ', . 
1 -  

Dated: Ne York, New York 
3/4z01= 

+-I ti, ) E-. ~mutfly\TaLJ;+z, E%. 
&7Jd 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Andrew and Luana Kornacki 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-18602 

4852-6326-4782.1 

MAR 0 7 2012 



From: FAXmaker To: Peter Venetis Esq Page: 7/7 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Date: 3/5/2012 10:59:37 AM 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATTON 

This Document relates to: 

Edward M. McInerney, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A C & S, XNC., et d. 

Defendants. 
. 

N'I CAL. 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Weitler, J.) 

Index No. 1067W02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERE3FORJ3, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules g 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 
- -. -- - I -__I._ 

complaint against defendant, Peerless TndusZries, Tnc., 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are her 

costs. 

Ze,H- 
Mathew MacIntyre., Esq. d 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Edward M. McInerney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 1,LP 
77 Water Sbeet, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

W,? 0 I2012 

484447214862.1 4852-5083-7005 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server For more information, visit: http;/krrrww.gfi.com 
. ' Y  * ,  

.' 

http://http;/krrrww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Peter Venetis Esq Page: 3/7 Date: 3/5/2012 10:59:36 AM I. SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part30 
i (Heitler, J.) + 
j Index No, 106266/02 

David Spitz, as Administrator for the Estate of Irving 
Spitz, I 

i N O  OYPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMAlRY JUDGMENT 

"against- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A C & $, INC, et al. 

Defendants, - _. - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 
_I.-_I_- 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintift7s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same and without 

costs. 

- 1 r b  b %OR-.- 
Dated: New York, N%y gqr 

T& d?& 
Matthew Macintyre, Esq. # 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
David Spitz as A h .  For the Estate of Irving Spitz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4844-0721-4662.1 4852-5083-7005 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hyww.gfi.com 

http:/hyww.gfi.com


w 
* 

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 relates to: 

RALPH F. LUISI, Jr., as Executor for the Estate of RALPH 
F. LUISI and THERESA LUTST, Individually, 

\ Index No. 103 178103 
124445103 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejud 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Steven T. C&bin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

1 Ralph YLuisi, Jr. as Executor for the Estate of Ralph 
F. Luisi and Theresa Luisi, Ind. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 ')i j York 10003 
. . I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SI 

1863-5337 

4852-6326-4782. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THE3 DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS A. TRANFAOLIA AND MARIE 
TRANFAGLIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190270/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WEIEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

MAR 1 5 \ 
. *. 

1, ,1 L c ~ i ~ ~  OFFICE 
b+pI F s T  . N€W"IRK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Strett-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yark 10004 

Attamey for PloZintiffs 
Tranfaglia, Thomas A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190270/11, 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA AND MARIE 
TRANF AGLI A, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs , j SUMMA'RY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

0 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Grobet USA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Grobet USA, 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, Grobet USA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: W Y o r k  
2012 

E D  
qpz ' " 3  

I y <;L; I ; % : )  (3 FlCE ,3& 3 , N J ~  n I F p ,  . 
Attorney for Plaintif Y s " ' 1  I '  F.'F\1' \" Tranfaglia, Thomas A. 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1010-9 

MAR 0 2 2012 

4 
i 
t '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhiARY 
THOMAS A. TRANFAGLTA and MARIA : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
TRANFAGLIA, 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: 

I Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadwav. 6th Floor 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attomevs for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, Nkw York 10003 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York \ L E 

SO ORDERED, 

171 2095-1 MAR 0 2 2012 



L 

,190286 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION. s/h/a The R.F. Gocd_rich COmPXiy, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION7 s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
7 OBroadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

C h r i s  Romanelli, Esq. 

(2 12)558-5500 

D BY: 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHE 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 

Princeton, NJ 08540 NEM YQW 
(609)924-6000 
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

COUNTY CLERKs mw 

SO ORDERED 


