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

--~~----------------------------------------------------------------------X
EDWIN BARR and DOROTHY BARR,

A
/

Index No.: 190430-11

Plaintiffs,

- against-

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually' and as Successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as Successor to Tappan
and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000
F .

".--

So Ordered:--__~--If~..f-_,J.S.C.

David r, sq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10033
(212) 558-5500

Defendants.

---------------~-------------~------------------~-----------------------X
WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary jUdgfe~ fbo,£:nftJ
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules '81th 121~ clmJisltg
plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLU~, with pr.~ 'fH;I~"re

being no opposition thereto. _ _<<"" \OE

ORDERED, that upon notice 10 all CO.{jefendanl~~i!s 1l""I

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the s ': ., are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:*3)1~ rk



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

Index No.: 119376/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS WILLIAMS, 
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 B rrkb; no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismisse 

to either party. 

Dated: 31 G ,2012 
New York, New York 

r- ’4 Jenni$krL.$udn 
SEGAL M~CAMBFUDGE 

, - - I  9. .*&- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.’*”b, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

Index No.: 126686/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL MARAGLINO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN he p* G Q g r n e n t  in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain w 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 31 I, ,2012 
New York, New York I 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & M A ~ E Y ,  LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 127886/02 

I to either party. 

WILLIAM F. HASSLER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

, New York, NY 10022 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

i 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereb~q~s&$.&a@lpent  in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-Mc 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: 31 2- ,2012 
New ork, New York r 

1 .  

~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



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

Index No.: 190266/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN FRANKENBERG, 
Plainti ff(s), 

I against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 31 6 ,2012 
New Y rk, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
SINGER & MMONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

\ Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/ (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shkffg;" eiy Heitler 



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

Index No.: 113278102 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN P. BYRNES, 
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 wi 1 f @ h r , c d F e  no 

opposition thereto, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismi 

to either party. 

A 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant 

Dated: 3/ L. ,2012 
New York. New York A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



.~ - 

, -  I 

-against- 

40.: 9044711 

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

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

S I  
WELIEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby r+uestprfn& 5 p e D 1 - 1  the above- 

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

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there bein 

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

MAR 1 6 ZhE2 

'1 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

241 */L 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



.. - -  ". 

Michael 0. Flynn and Marie Flynn, Index No.: 02-104304 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER ACand S, INC., et al., 

____________"*""_*fl_--11-111-1---~--"-"-"----~--------------------------- X 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant Standard Motor Products, Xnc., hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and without costs. 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.6800 

ME1 12511YOlv.l 



MICHAEL W. RICKARD and MARY RICKARDI, Index No.: 101768/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, 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 Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, la11 claims @TE@ Q@@s against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same ape ~qpjss&l#@@j udice 

and without costs. 
r N W  YQHK 
.& ** ' 

Dated: New York, New York 3-  I " - / %  ' 2012 

- *  J&IkiALs PO:&/- 
fiichael Fanelli Esq. ' 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.55 8.5500 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esqd 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc, 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

+ 212.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR 0 12012 

ME1 12954414v.l 



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

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

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

Index No: 104040/02 

Wallace G. Covier 

" " I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New Y 

I I '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637593.1 



536.11055/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 J. O'BRIEN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , Uni 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 102837/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

ed Conveyor Corporation, h reb: 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3k;21 ksesu plaintiff 1 s 

Complaint against defendant, Uni ation, with 

prejudice, and there being no oppos 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a 1 claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

-"&+- 

***\ - %*."t?. GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFi!F Q 
& FLINN 'h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

ew Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.09776/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
ClOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

LOUIS PAVON, 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100302/02 
120430/01 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

LJNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant , United C F C k  E e t i o n ,  with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition the e o hA\ 1 c 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to alltc defendants, all claims and 

eyo#%!r@%tion, be and the 
b U N n  CLERKS 

crossclaims against defendant, United 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 
East ', \ .-+p 

P; 
,a* Y a 

4 FRANK M.' O~TIZ';' ESQ. , *1 2 4 -  
WEITZ EL LUXENBERG * q c v  ~ \ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
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 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.12433/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRANCIS J. ROKITKA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106578/02 
112711/02 

(December 2011 Monkhly 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 
F 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Sect dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United orporation, wirh 

prejudice, and there being no owositi/%Rthdir&&* 

ORDERED, that upon notice , all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 
East 

L ,,,a- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff "t 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG % **-\* GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLZNN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.0. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

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



536.12427/AJM 
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, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 
. 

WHEREFORE , defendant , Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 112561/02 
105713/02 

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rul , dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendan veyor Corporation, with 

crossclaims against defendant; United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

., ..I 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. G<ih 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG k GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
7 0 0  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 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry%lein Heitler 



536.12662/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106693/02 
1 1 5 0 2 4 / 0 2  

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDGkENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebl 

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

dismissing plaintiff's 

ration, with 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 

Complaint against defendant, United Conve 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t&epcp;. 
rrujl;r 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all CQhI7-y co- j @ w i b ~ k , c ; l l  claims a ~4 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , *I Y, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
N e w  York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  B o x  438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



536.11596/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 

Sherry Klein Heitler) (Honorable 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

Index No. : 

(December 

1 0 3 8 7 0 / 0 2  

011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUHWARY JWD-NT MOTIQN 
AND ORDER 

3 Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 s v  plaintiff I s  

Complaint against defendant, United Con Corporation, with 
P 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 2,/?3/& 
East Hanover, New Jerqey 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Lj 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable %d rry Klein Heitler 



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.: 110775/02 
SALVATORE TINE, Deceased, 106508/02 

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITIBTU' 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

sing plaintiff's 

orporation, with 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti 

Complaint against defendant, Uni 

prejudice, and there being no o$p 

ORDERED, that upon notice , d 1  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 
East Banove 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff ' 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

SO ORDERED, 4 

Hon 
- 

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

MAR 0 7 2012 



536.12281/AJM 
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, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 110524 /02  
1 0 6 8 0 8 / 0 2  

(December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO QPPOSITIQN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, Uniteg Conv&8rl Q@oration, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposi 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United C o n v e y o r  Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: . 

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 

- d f c v e r ,  New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, /-a, 
Honorable -Shefry Klein Heitler 



536.12067/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GEORGE A .  WALKER, SR., 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 6 4 5 7 / 0 2  
10 94 83 / 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-ent 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

Complaint against defendant, United Cjyporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 
9 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffg & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

nover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherky Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 12012 



536.15357/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRANK T. WEBER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 103447/02 

(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 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section , c i E u n g  plaintiff I s 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opp 
7 

ORDERED, that upon notice to S g l  claims and 
->4 

:rossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporatibn, be and the 

s a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED : / I  q+@ 
:ast Hanover, Ne _. aeY 

* i f  , &tu"+flr L I I 
%k .. 

'RANK M. ORTIZ, E W - "  
lEITZ & LUXENBERG \&4 , GAROFALO 
Lttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

iew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B o x  438 
East yanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LUISA ROTOLO 

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

Index No, 02-126682 
03- 103872 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no ,bpp.o 1 FJ&,E tio h D 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an&@8sd&&&&ainst 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are her and 

without costs. 

- -  
By: By: 

Samuel Goldblatt, @q. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

16) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheiry Kldn keitler 

13784912.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
3 113 ,2012 

Samuel Goldbl t, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer E 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

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

/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1378491 2.1 



536*12675/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.: 115510/02 
WARREN WHITE, 106 7 0 9 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, : (December 2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 
UNTTED CONVEYOR CORPOFATION, : NO OPPOSITICN 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyop 4" i; h reby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled suant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant , United with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 4 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Jh3$#&- 
East Hanover, Ne Jersey 

Attorneys for Plaintif?T'Vib & 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 

J 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable S % a y  Klein Heitler 

MAR 0 7 2012 



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 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 106706/02 
SAM R. MOGAVERO, 114876/02 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: (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-enti 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

Complaint against defendant, United Cyve 

prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, - & " a n d  the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG URPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  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 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Shzrry Klein Heitler 



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

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

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

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

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

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed&! prej 

without costs. 

Dated: yew York, VY 

By: 9 v L  
Samuel Goldblatt, 
Benjamin R. Dwye 
NIXON PEABOD 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13784912.1 

I . 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposit' 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

/cc- I/-"" &I* 
WEITZ & LU ENBE G, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13784912.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plainti 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there bei 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same ar 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
F-ar-~ l3,2012 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, sq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

qGU& Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, _ -  ~~ *. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13784912.1 



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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HAROLD G. STRADER 

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

Index No. 02-106964 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same 

without costs. 

c 

By: 

aa-4 Jlk&s,. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13784912.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being k d o k o ' E ? " E i ;  

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the s 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, NY 

By: xzQk 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq 
Benjamin R. Dwyer E q. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

7 % .  13 ,2012 

?hW 
By: 
d 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13784912.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the s 

without costs. 

By: mp - 
Samuel Goldblatt, Es . 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13778013.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

VINCENT LEONE 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and 

complaint against defendant 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants$&cl&p2Ht cross cl 'ms against ai ; 
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

w$ yitdprejudice and 

,=w 

1 .  

I Csrnue I &hd$Z , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72082 

13784912.1 



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

Dated: New York, NY 
zl\3 ,2012 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Es 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 

By: & 

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

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

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

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ss claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the prejudice and 

1cs without costs. &L 

13784912.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Our File No. 35247 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE j 
SPRENG i Index No.: 19029711 1 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. i DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM 

POWELL COMPANY’S NO 
OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

! JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

Company with prejudice, and there being no f 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c oss claims 

against defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

BY: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
The William Powell Company 
5 Perm Plaza, 19th Floor 
New York, New York 10001 

New York, NY 10036 
212-681-1 575 

2 12-425-5005 

MAR 0 72012 
SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plai 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there bei 

int against defendant 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same ar 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY A 

By: By: 

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

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
,Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-8 100 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 %8iE 
I 13784912.1 



I 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

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

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

ppeyE D Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposi 

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

MAR 1 ti TW 
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are here 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY n 

Benjamin R. Dwye 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York. NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 

I SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher-eitler 

I 13778013. I 



r 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 LAFFERTY 

Index No, 98- 12 1924 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2 dismissing Dlaintiff's comelaint against defendant 
' r  

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there bein4 no a & i o h e  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimsmt c 1 ~  p ~ s  against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are 

without costs. 

I 
r - . I  Benjamin R. DwyerKq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP M T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

. r  

14202 
00 

SO ORDE 

13778013. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

GARY GLICK 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism laintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there nE &tion thereto, 
F'p 

ORDERED, that upon noti 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Divisi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

- -- Benjamin R. D&er Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

NY 14202 

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

3-8 100 

SO ORDER 

ml? 0 7201pl 
1318491L 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 19826/00 

Fred G. Cordes 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

to all 

same 

d cross Eg cl against co-defendants, all clai 
k 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New Y ork, NY 100 1 6 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e e a e i h % d  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harry A. Burton, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100021/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

F no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

r4 . ,. 
I 

<A%, " _  - 1  '., " ii, 
&.,- 

%4"G* \ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ ~ 

(212) 558-5500 

-4 

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

MAR 0 7'2012 



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: 108709/0 1 

Vincent Avesato 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Co 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

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

.. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18277102 

Charles J. Wilson 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORTlER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a&h\ 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice &I@%- 

Dated: New York, New York 

--$+- 
A+\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh 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: 

Terrence Walsh 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103227/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sec r l e E s i n g n g  

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and ere i 
MAR 1 ti 2W12 

no opposition thereto, i 

"NTY CLERKS QFTCE 1 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clai c r o s f d m m R p n s  

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k?,h +<\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Judith A. Ravitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12444 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Terrence Walsh 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corp&ol, &h @D and there being 

MAR 1 G 2&5i? no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here 

costs. 

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

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124444/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sol Shargel 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporati &wfh eF.8 there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby d 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 8  ,2012 

4r"& \ j , : I !  

I t ,  -?- 

f 
\ '  .@. 

k$J&,fL C<,,,* 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

__ 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Damiano Quattrocchi 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123970/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed CorpoFo# k h  p @ d B  and there being 

no opposition thereto, 
MAk 1 u L U ~ L  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

m & g W & m s  against 

d With prejudice anddithout 
NEW  YO^ 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

7 Jq- - 
FER 2 8  1 

r: , " ; :  - * L  (" 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Murray 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125213/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpora p, fivrGd there being 

no opposition thereto, 
) .  
/ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 
-4 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Judith A. Y itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

j. DARGER RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

- 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 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: 124525/00 

Rosario Morreale 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i m m  Fr8sj#rns against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di -b&gthout 
lVEW YoRK 

costs. -4 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

, ,/ t.", 

I\. 

* DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 

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 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1 132/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick H. McCabe 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

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

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

- -  

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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: 1078 17/99 

James D. Lanigan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpor 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. -4 
Dated: New York, New York 

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

- 
Judith 4. Yavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

~ _- 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James D. Lanigan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102 1 14/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, pll claims !!&I&& $w against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dis 

costs. ---ti 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y 

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

~ Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, > 
Hon. Sherry R. Heitwr 

MAR O 720121 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY -1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: I Index No: 108713/01 

John Lafferty 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims &@rq~@m against 
P 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dis ut 

costs. - 
Dated: New York, New York 

FEB 2 8  ,2012 

7 
1 -  

I r 4  

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

I' 

>I  I,- 

- r** , -  
*'i \ 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

I' ,9,, 

(2 12) 452-5300 



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

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1 15429/02 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John Knox 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporati pwfh r e ? b d  there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di 
--.- 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

,l . ,*- 
FER 2 8  ' 

'/ 

I _ _  > \ '  '< , /XL" 'I 'L 

*. 5 

LI h %  

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 CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Knox 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1071198 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corp ati d, &h &u@, and there being 
I 

no opposition thereto, MAR 1 6  2u12 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f e n d ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ $ ~ ~ ~ ~ s  against 
VORK , 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SEB 2 8  ,2012 '* _. - 

[.,-..\>, \:3 '. 
'<.< P#* $< 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

c ~.. 
**G h y 4  "., Judith 4. Yaztz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 

i\ 

% ~ \ 

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



I Dated: New York, New York 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 110289/98 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

Howard Ellefsen 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed C&or&, n' t i i f tp reeEl ' cDd there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

p. FFR 2 8  ,2012 

h a  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?\' 

T& \. -7wflAT "u Judith AiYavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph G. King, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105455/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertahTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff' s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, 

no opposition thereto, 

P c c e e d E  being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dism 

costs. 
- 

Dated: New York New York 
FER 9 8  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Ped:*" -." :\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 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 I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 108708/01 

Gary Glick 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Co and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, kr all!!faB,i &&&s claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are her 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,- 
* >  FEB 2 8  ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 

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 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105756/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James Fitzpatrick 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, fi # e j & c e d m  being 

no opposition thereto, MA& 1 d Zurr 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l w  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 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 



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 1 1058/98 

Howard Ellefssen 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed C o r p o r / t i o n , ~ t h ~ r & l i ~ ~  being 

MAJV 1 v hull  
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dis 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
t E R  2 8 + ' 2012 

r 
F 

J' 

\~ 

P": \. 

'Y%--y- 

.' "?& 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 CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 7 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: 100281/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cb&b ckhsag8inst  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th 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, 

MAR 0 7 201%1 



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 SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed C o r p o r s n ,  b i & & l i o d  there being 
8 

i 
no opposition thereto, MAR 1 6 2012 ; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ~ & i p ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  against 
NEWYORK 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a n d h e o u t  

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. bxl>7 
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 CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

HAR 0 72012 



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

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 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

n, 
1 ,  -,.. 
,-~:- " *  

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

4 I 

(212) 558-5500 

// . \  I 
Judith d: Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



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

-. ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
I 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108603/00 

Joseph Quinn 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Cor@iln, &hEm, and'there being 

no opposition thereto, 

c oss claims against ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f e n d a & f @  6 
FFICE - 

without N E 4  CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here ssed wi 
J,". 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e y K .  Hztler 

MAR 0 120V 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106440/01 

Jack Pollock 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, I' 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
FEB 9 8  ,2012 

f"* .' 
", ia, ' $ 3  

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 CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2th Floor 

-K -*\ 

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



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, 5.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Leslie Charles Payne 
R1 

Index No: 106181/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn 1 .JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

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

no opposition thereto, J 
7 

all 
a .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
FEB $8 ,2012 

" . \  

* \  r 
a ,  

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

n 

Judith A. wavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7'2012 MAR 0 7'2012 



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: 105296/00 

Antonio Parra 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, F g L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan&&l &lkh-rumd cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same ar 

costs. 

e and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 9 8  ,2012 

, I  

'* LI % k ,  Judith A! Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

-, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & 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: 

John Thomas O’Donnell 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119278/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEFEFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporat Y y g B d  there being 

1 
no opposition thereto, 1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 
4 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 n 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27’ Street, 1 2fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PE .  ~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 



Dated: New York, New York 

..- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent S. Nogas 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1864/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

'E YAVITZ & BLAI WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANT I J, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John S. Zebracki 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106645/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMR 4R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 1 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Cobora I 
no apposition thereto, 

3212, dismissing 

- Dd there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend I CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed ithout 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 I 

12th FloorA 

MAR 0 72012 



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: 119376/00 

James E. Wilson 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the 

costs. 

to all 

same 

co-defendants, all claims 

are hereby dismis@&#yqpdice and without 
iVrnYO& RwsoFee 4 / 

Dated: New York, New York 

FER 2 8  y2012 

I ,  . 
Judith A, Yavitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

& 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: 

Richard A. Waligovska 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103278/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhiAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporatio F,! m e r e  being 

MAR 1 6  20u no opposition thereto, 
a 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants g a s t  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice m-ut 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 ~ I -* 

Judith A. pavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 ~ <.-* 

Judith A. pavitz, Esq./Craig 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 CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Bernie G. Tafoya 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J .) 
Index No: 102941/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, ‘ F I L E D ‘  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all klaims and cross claims against MAR 1 6 2012 

‘u i eandwithout 
&kRK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismiss 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8 3 2012 

it f *.L , 

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

, .  / 

. .\ Judith pJ( Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

-*.b 

*) >,% 
L , 

(212) 452-5300 

_ -  

MAR 0 72012 SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 117863/00 

Michael J. Susino 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, 

no opposition thereto, 

@ejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

COStS. 

Dated: New York, New York 

FEB $ 8  '2012 ii' 

Y ,  

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. . >  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Helmut P. Siemer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190242/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMJ R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law an 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTed Corporation, ' with 4 e j K c n d   there^ being 

1 Section 3212, dismissing 

no opposition thereto, MAR 1 6 2U?2 
P 

7 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f e n d a n w l a i  c o " N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  against 
-4 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Judith A! Yavitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

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: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106695/02 

Eric E, Dreimiller 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with p r e j E & t & h p o  

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, * 
Hon. Sherry K. €&her 

MAR 0 12012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106693/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert W. Schaetzer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corp 

no opposition thereto, 

pr rg,  O t h e r e  being 

M t ki cui2 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant ms and Cross claims against 



- 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Stanley Ryndak 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 112561/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpor h prejudice, a d  there being 

no opposition thereto, I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a!l claims m o &  &ldmg against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis t 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFR 2 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 CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1057 13/02 

Stanley Ryndak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Co 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan&, all c l a i q m d f g s s  c y m s  against 
cuh ~ 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFQ 2 8  ,2012 

Judith A.&avitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 72012 



-- 

WAFIK TAWFIK and MONA TAWFIK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190327-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATE ekeks&&dgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 'and Rule cfl@ L3@2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD MCORPO ppkgere 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 costs. 

Dated: rd/l b, m/L 
Mew York, yew York 

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

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, _ -  
Judge S h e s l e i n  Heitler 

MAR 0 12012 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Denis A. Donahue 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 0242 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and brass " " r a r e  D 
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 1 6  Z$i'2 

~cLEwrroEl?q  
N W Y O r n  Dated: New York, New York 

-+--M FER 2 8  ,2012 n 

- 
Judith A. a v i t z ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12" Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Carl Cucco, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106578/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

qFlkEaD t 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismisse 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEP 2 8  ,2012 

Judith A. Vavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



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 CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27" Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120399/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Bossey 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 114898/02 

Ed K. Bo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Judith A. kxlv'itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(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: 106706/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ed K. Bo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wit&&j&l&e$@g without kl 1 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -==-a e Judith A. Yavitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
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 



IN RE: NEW Y O K  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Mark D. Ashton 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/0 I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims &of t m r o  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju 

costs. 

e and without f i 8 R  1 6  l&@ 

CLEWS 
NEW Yo&( 

- _ _ I  

Judith MYavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
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, 



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: Index No: 104 1 65/02 

John A. Hynes 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi FALOP e 

' 

costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith Apavi tz ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

_, 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harold L. Green 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120391/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, , '  F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims d & s \  ha#against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. tfavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO OR.DERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106695/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John A. Gentile 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, wi t q r q d i ~ a g e g i n g  

no opposition thereto, - -  
MAR 1.6 2012. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agalnst 
CouN7-Y CLERKS o m c ~  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby d i s m i s s e d & r e j & ~ ~ t h o u t  -a -" 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 
Judith A./Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(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 I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 107006/02 

James A. Fretto 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all * p s p d  cross claims against 
%- ti t U Q  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
K -  

FE9 2 8  9 2012 , 

' (_ I  .If 

*41 
+ ,)AhiP I 

-4 - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-- . 
-4 

n 
Judith A. vavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hei 



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: 120391/01 

Michael 0. Flynn 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l M g q s e s s  claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are her 

costs. 

6 m - d  without 
WYORK .A 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2412 

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

n 
b 

1 \ 1  - 

Judith A. vavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harvey Fiala 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMA R1 I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anwqc$&@&gains t  

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismiss4 ~~~~~~~ 

r NW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
, 1 %  FER 28,2012 

/a1 

* "  : h di ,Fi d'. 
'-"<> $ab& _'  j ;\ 

' T y  

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

4 

(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. ravitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Gary Farnham 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ~ ~ ~ & ~ ~ o s s  claims against 
1 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are he and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8 , 2012 

I .  1 9 "  

+ ,,, aS1*-r.." ' L, .-' 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n, 
W 

Judith A.havitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert J. Lydecker 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15 157/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are h 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?FES 2 8 ,2012 

I( 71 

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

n, 
V b  

Judith A. Pkavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

I."_ 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

Peggy Lofton 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106690/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are her 

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 

Judith A. Wavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

.- 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roland E. LaDieu, Sr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  92012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

, DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BEAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2'h Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRF,ME 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: 106693102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are her 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-> FER 8 8 2012 

Judith ANavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



~ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James E. Keahon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all H & n q e d a Q  s claims against IS 
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER. 2 8 9 2.012 ,,., . 

i 
7 ' L  

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

\ / I  ~ 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107005/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Milton E. Jacobs 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

prejudice, and there being pdfreP plaintiff's complaint against defendant Certain 

no opposition thereto, \ 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c ross claims against 

ce and without CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. tavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
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: 

Milton E. Jacobs 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 3 567/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dlclaims and cross claims against 

MAR t b 2912 
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di with prejudice and without 

c m  OFFIGE 
costs. N E W Y W  _+ 

Dated: New York, New York 
;FFB 2 8  ,2812 . 

Judith AYYavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

_ -  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frederick W. Jacob 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107003/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, i 4 r  FFILEQ 
L C  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendark, all c l a i ~ d \ c b & a i m s  against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di thout 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-%%,"a Judith A! Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP %- 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

n 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Francis J. Rokitka 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106578/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereb f di p j w p r a d  without 

costs. h 

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 

WAR 1 6 2U12 

Judith A. Yivitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

K. Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

Francis J. Rokitka 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1 127 1 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the 

fendants, all claims and cross claims against 

b h i s & & h  prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFS $ 8  ,2012 

m 

,) 

\ , ,  J 

/ ' .  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Judith AVYavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
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 CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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: 120430/01 

Louis Pavon 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di 

claims and cross claims against 

Fwik h u g  Dwi thou t  

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFR 2 8  ,'t012 

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

MAR 1 6 'lut2 
OUNW CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK J 

i 

Judith A. kavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVlTZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh 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: 

Patrick Myers 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103452/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendmts, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 1 6  Pw 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereb 

costs. 

and without 
a 

Dated: New k New York 
I%! 9 8  ,2012 

Judith A! Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

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

MAR 0 42012 



A! 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106706/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sam R. Mogavero 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

no opposition thereto, 

i D m d  there being 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- defend^ 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby d 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 3 DARGER Judith A. ERRANTE avitz, EsqJCraig YAVITZ Blau, & Esq. BLAU, LLP 

FFR 2 8  ,2012 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 

_. 



MAR 0 72012 



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

I 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1070 

Robert J. Lydecker 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith N. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7'2012 



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: 

George A. Walker, Sr. 

Index No: 109483/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereb 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

~ FER 2 8 ,  L". - . 
Y i  L ,  

I 
I ,  

5 ,  
" " \ I .  ., . , 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Judith k. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

"i * 

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

SOORDERED, 



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 CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTee &ptrrpB, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 5 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are here 

costs. 

s and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 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 CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, j' 
MAR 0 72012 



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

~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Salvatore Tine 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's Complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpor 

no opposition thereto, 
c 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, d/ claims ar&psi; @$;j against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1) *".. 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. SherryK. Heitler 



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

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 CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismisse 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 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 CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

Erich Szillus 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105562/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 1 llaims and cross claims against 
MAR 1 c 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dism d with pre'udice w* out 

costs. 
OUNTY Ckf?K'S%h@ 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
FFR 2 8  ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12fh Floor 

* t  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, ?-" 
Hon. Sherry K. W l e r  



From: FAXmaker To: Keith M Page: 2/3 Date. 3/5/2012 9:51:11 AM 1 

-against- 

TRAN?l US, f/Ms AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., 
et al. 

Defendants. 

--- - - --- 
x -.l-l--I--.-ll------I ---“--”-w- 

WHEIEFOKE, defendant, TRANE US, f/Wa AIvERIC 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 

dismissing plaintiff’s coinplaint against dcfcndants, TRANE US 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, -3 

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

T U N E  US, f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the sane are hereby disiiiissed with prejudice 

ax? without costs. 

Dated: fkXh14,20/2 
D ’ L  New York, New York 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, fMa American Standard, Xnc. 
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, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server For more information, visit 

SUPREME COURT OF TKE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF mW YORK 

-- 

This Document ReIates To: ’ Index No.: 112127-00 
121514-00 

JOHN MICHAEL MALLON, 108387-00 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AM, 
ORDER 



This Document Relates to: Index No,: 111190493 

I BALDOR ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. 

JOHN H. RYAN 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

I judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law vlgsd&;tion 3212, 
I L 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INGE 
.~.., 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

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

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: m& ca, 2011 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 8 
Idanasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for plaintiff s 
800 Third Avenue, 13 L) Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



S u P R E a  COURT OF TEIE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x ---"-- 

--x -- 
This Document Relates To: 

MXCWL FLAHERTY, PS Executor for the Estate 
of EDWIN H. FLAETERTY, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et nl,, 
Defendants. 

x 1-3 

Index No,; 06-107845 

NO OPPOSITION SUMNARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendant, BlRD INCORPORATE 

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

against defendants, BIRD INCOWORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

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

BLRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ma I l a/z 
4 New York, New York 

I Mark $t auss, sq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys far plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA. LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

I 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED? 



SUPREMX COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o r n  QP NEW YOFUC 

_" 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.; 06-10784s 

MICHAEL FLAHERTY, as Exccutor for the Estate 
of EDWIN H. FLAHERTY, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER 

PIaintiff(s), 

Ingainst- 

A.O. SMITE CORPORATION, et ul., 
Defendants. 

X --I ..II-----uIc. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMP 

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

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAIVD COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

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

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

& Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Early & Struuss, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY I001 7 

SO ORDERED, 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Rotite 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

TNGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

MAR 0 72012 



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: 103447/02 

FrankT. Weber 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cro s laims against 
MAR 1 8  E052 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dis* &%v@,@g "&&hout 

costs. NEWYORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

' < -  < FEB 2 8 ,,2012 
~ AT;., .- 

\ '  

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

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George A. Walker, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106457/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda& all c l a i m p #  40 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby di m m t h o u t  
.A 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

> ,  f 

'L, , I -- 

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

" 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__I__I___-______-_--_l_l_______l______ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

-------------------------------------x 
This Document Relates to: 
Harry A. Burton Jr. and Beverly J. 
Burt on, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A,C. & S . ,  I n c . ,  et al., 

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

Index No.: 1 0 0 0 2 1 / 0 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Compl 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  wi rEj&L,en&ere being nc 
opposition thereto, P L  MAR 1 $3 @@ 

against defendant ~~~i~ 2 

ORDERED, that upon notice m G m @ f i j &  all 
NEW YQRK a 

and cross claims against defen hario & DiBono Plasterins 

C o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. -  Dated: Brooklyn, New York __ 

, 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Harry  A .  Burton Jr. and B e v e r l y  
J .  Bur ton  

fillen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
7- - 
I I L U .  

700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

177 Montague Street 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

ll________________l___l___l___l_l_____ 

This Document Relates to: 
Catherine Cordes, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the  Estate of Fred 
G. Cordes, 

NYCAL X 

X 
Index N o . :  1 1 9 8 2 6 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

hereby requests summary judgm n in t he  above-entitled Case 

pursuant to civil Practice j~a- P a l d L E s B e c t i o n  §3212, 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

dismissing plaintiffs ' Complaint a&&&& endant Mario E 

Defer,dar,ts. 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  wi 

opposi t ion there t 0 ,  

@RmwSmlCEhere being nc 
NEW YORK 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 
Xnc. 
177 Montague Street 

?dan Alvarado, Esq. 
V e i t z  & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Tatherine Cordes, I n d i v i d u a l l y  
m d  a s  AdministTatrix for the 

3 s t a t e  of F r e d  G. Cordes  

700 Broadway, 6th  Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 New York, New York 10003 
10924-1 

So Ordered: 
" ~ , \ &  0 7 2015 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) ----------------__--------------------x 
This Document Relates to: 
Edward A. Hayes and Theodora Hayes, 

Index No.: 111672/00 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMWiRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S . ,  m c . ,  e t  al., 

Defendants. 
X _l___l_l______-_--_l_____l__l__l_l-___ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  I n c . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice ' Section §3212 
dismissing plaintiffs' Cornp/a$& /g&n efSendan Mario 

DiBono  Plastering Co * Inc .  , 

opposition thereto, 

2 Fw and 

, and there being n 

ORDERED, that upon not 
1 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterin! 

C o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

York 
- I  2012 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 

Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co, 

177 Montague Street 

Yttorneys for Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
deitz & Luxenberg, 

Sdward A .  Hayes and Theodora 

?ayes Inc. 700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
Jew York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 10924-1 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
______l_-_l_l________________l___ll___ 

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

NYCAL X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
This Document Relates to: X Index No.: 121132/99 
Patrick H. McCabe (Deceased), 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i m 2  

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 

A.C. & S . ,  I n c . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 

SUMMARY JUDGBWNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to civil Practice Law any F F ~  cC&np§3212 

dismissing plaintiffs ' Complaint agaknst defendant a r i o  I 

DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., with preju 
uNw CERi('s OFFICE ' 

opposition thereto, mw YORK 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterin 

co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

p P  Cullen and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario  & DiBono Plastering C o .  
Inc. 
177 Montague Street New York, New York 10003 

n, New York 11201 
55-9000 

Our File No.: 10924-3774  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

INC,, hereby requests 

and cross clairrrs against defendank GOULJX PUMPS, INC. I 

SO ORDERED : f l  



EDWARD KERN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant GOTJLDS PUMPS, ICNC., requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitlod case, pursuant to Civil I'racticc Law ing Plaintiffs complaint 

against GOULDS PUMPS, IN., with prejudick, aGd there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 
MAR 1 8  tQfP 

ORDERED, thal upon notice to all co-dgendants, all claims and cross claiiiis against GOULDS 
COUNTV CLERKS OFFICE 

PUMPS, INC., be and thc  same are hereby dism ed with $$EjWWMd withaut costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

k 

n 

LEN & DYKMAN, LLP 
800 Third Aven 

Cotmsel for Plainl'iff 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
Counsel for Dejendunc 

SO ORDERED, T" 
Hon. Sherry Klein He&, J.S.C. 



WIIEMAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, TN in theabove- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
1 ")mr 

against GOULDS PUMPS, LNC., with prejudice, and there being ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~ ,  it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendant ~~~~~~~i nst GOU LD s 

PUMPS, INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

31 (Q ,2012 

__r 

CULLEN & DYKMAN, LLP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
Counsel. for Defendant 

800 Third Avenue, 
New York, NY 10022 
C'ounsel for Plaint$ 

SO OKDERED, 

0020304 I ,  WPD 

MAR 0 72012 



WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in 'LAAe a 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectioii 

against GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon naticc to all co-defendants, all cl 

PUMPS, TNC., be and the same are hereby disrnisscd with pxeju 

Dated: New York, New Yo& 

3 h  ,2012 

------- 

CUILEN & D Y m A N ,  LLP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, N Y  11201 
Counsel for De fendant 

New York, NY 10022 
Counsel j o r  Piaintifi 

so ORDERED, Hon, :-- Sherry lei citler, J.S.C, 

002030111 .WI'D 

MAR 0 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF ?‘FIE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC, requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 lvs rn i s s ing  Plaintiff’s complaint 

against GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, and there bein/ n o ~ ~ s ~ o & e &  it&by 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cH@lgits 
k 

‘OFFICE PUMPS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

316 ,2012 

-- 

177 Moiitague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Dejendunt 

New York, NY 10022 
Co Linsel for  PIaintif 

SO ORDERED, 

00203041.WPD 



n 

This Document Relates To: 

RAYMOND M. NODELL and GLORIA 
NODELL, 

I 

Index No: 126686-02 
104026-03 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
mGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a A 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, 

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

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: \ b-9\ \ X 
New York, New York 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Dane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Keith M Page. 313 Date: 3/5/2012 9:51.11 AM 

r f l + k  

SUPW,ME COURT OF THE; STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index,No: 114016-02 

JOSEPH E. CARR, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORJlER 

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

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purstkwt ' rp ;t vi 1 Pr e tic P B R u l e s  Section 
1 .  

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defenda& T U N E  US INC., f/kh AMERICAN 
I MAR 16 2@'@ 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no oppositkn thereto, 
F WUNW CLERKS 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a aims a m y & p s  against defendant 
1 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARn, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
New Yo&, New York 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Branton & Pascarella, LLC 
Ahorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, hc. 

iz!&%E n z c  
Weik & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s'ls) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 anasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


In Re: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

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

Index No: 113278-02 
119504-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

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

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu t ~~~~c~~ Rules Section 
F 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendand, T-RANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
1 

MAR 1 8 261! 
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
a n ~ ~ y & & s  against Pefendant ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: & \ a9 \ \s. 

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, 

MAR 0 72012 

O ' L  
~ 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X -l__l---____---__-l------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Par t  3 0  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X __--_____-____-- - -_- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123481/00 
George 5 .  Sabo and Emma Sabo, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practic and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Co aiaLE&ndant Mario 6 
i 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with pr&&&#$,&&@d there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
George J. Sabo and Emma Sabo 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Mario & DiBono  Plastering Co. 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

10924-133 

20121 
So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

This Document Relates to: 
Howard Ellefsen and Sylvia Ellefsen, 

Index No.: 1 1 0 2 8 9 / 9 8  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 
- - I - - - - - - - I - - - - - I - - - - - I - - - .. - - - .- - - - .- - --X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case hereby requests 

pursuant to Civil Practice Lqw Band Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complain ' ,a ai d s b Ee&t Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudMAB, 9 &$%&here being ni 

opposition thereto, ' CoUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK G 

Clrr 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim! 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterins 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
q / b  , 2012  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Howard El le f sen  and Sylvia Mario  6: DiBono  Plastering 

700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

El le f sen  Inc.  

(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 90924-6551 

MAR 0 7 2012 
S o  Ordered: 

co . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
______l__l__l__l__-_l_______l----------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

________-__________-______l____l_____l 

This Document Relates to: 
Anita Witte, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Antonio Parra and Helen Parra, 
Individually, 

NYCAL X 

X 
Index No.: 1 0 5 2 9 6 / 0 0  

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., I n c . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X __-____I________-__-______l__l________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  InC. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled C ~ S E  

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ' EfDant Mario 
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaiptr  

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , with prejuMARe) 6md there being n 

opposition thereto, UNTY CLERKS OWICE MEW YORK 
ORDERED, that upon notice t co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & D i B o n o  Plasterinc 

C o .  I n c . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
A n i t a  W i t t e ,  a s  Administrator Mario 6; D i B o n o  Plastering 
f o r  the E s t a t e  of Antonio P a r r a  Inc. 
and Helen P a r r a ,  X n d i v i d u a l l y  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

S o  Ordered: 

co . 



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

Defendants. 

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 AMERIC 

Q& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

AL CORPORATION 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be an 

gGkk c,& 
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 Corporation 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frances Keough 

- ~- 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1 13267/2002 

-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 A 

MAR 1 6 2052 
& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan& @ b m e & &  o s claims) against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION &'be and the same are hereby dismissed 
k. NEW YORK 

Uh 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, N Y  1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-121 3 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Amy L.-Trirnm and Linda Trirnrn American Optical Corporation 

MAK 0 7 2012 SO ORDERED, 





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

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTIGATTON 

X 
CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, and LYNDA O'BRIEN, as 
Co-Administratrices for the Estate of MATTHEW J. 
DEGAETANO, and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, and 
LYNDA O'BRIEN, as Co-Executrices for the Estate of 
JEANNE DEGAETANO, 

__________-_---__"_______I______________-------------------"------ 

________-__r-___--_____l__l___lr_____l_l---------------~---------- 

NYCAL 
L.A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1071 83/2002 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pu 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defenda 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition th 

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 

&C,&  
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (91 4) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1 2 13 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Cynthia Schultheis 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR 0 72012 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 101955/2003 

-against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant AMERICAN OPTICA 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN O!#!kk!&&%ORATlON 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 2 4  .- " 

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. q/j/l& 

WEITZ & LUXENREKG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frances Mignone and Anthony J. Mignonc, 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



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

X 

X 
JOSEPH J. LAUER, JR, As Administrator of the Estate 
of JOSEPH J, LAUER, SR., 

-_-"_-__c----_11___------"--------------------------"------"------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK c m  ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__-----11-1---1-----_----__-r---I--------------------------------------" 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1273 1712002 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMER 

c& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, MAR I 6 @'lk 
IG€ against 

4 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/l/ J& 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

c, w.4- 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

MAR 0 72012 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
I.,A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107463/2000 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Practice Law and Rules Section 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, MAR 1 8 Z ~ i 2  
_ _  

YTY CLERKS OFFIFE c ~ @ ~ o s s - c  aims against ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION on& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejydice and without costs. 3[1 /la 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Scott C. A!lar. 
RENZULLT LAW FIRM, LLY 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (91 4) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Debra Ronco and Marie Ronco 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



GIRARD MCCARTHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREAS, Defendant Ingersoll-Rand Co., requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dis 

Ingersoll-Rand Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl 

Rand Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

Dated: New York, ew York 

4; +" (?-- 
99Pd// z ,2011 

V 

Audrey #aphael. Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq, 
BRAATEN PASCARELLA 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, NJ 08736 
Counsel for Defendant 
n 

SO ORDERED, 

00203041.WD 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

AND MOTION 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s l h h  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' eo@' 'n t, r E D r a n t  GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, sMa B.F. GOODRICH COMP&Y:with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

i 

t MAR 1 6 2012 
thereto, 6 COUNTV CLERICS OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-De ts, aNENlaYfl$hd Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2+f I ,2012 

BY: BY: 
Pitrick J. er 

700 Broadway SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP 
(2 12)558-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 

3enjamin Darche, Esq. 
(609)924-6000 

OODRICH CORPORATION 

SO ORDERED 

PMR 0 ? 2012 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

WHEREAS, Defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the abovc- 
A 4 k &  

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti 

against GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 
I 

PUMPS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

-yG ,2012 

ONIGSBEKO, LLP 

New York, NY 10022 
Coirnsel for Plaint# 

CULLEN & DYKMAN, LLP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

00203041 .WPD 

MAR o 72012 



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

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK 

-_----1_---_-------"---------------------~----~------------------- 

---__---""----_-----____l____l__________----------------"--~------ 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos*: 112561-02 
Plaintiffs , 

-against- 105713-02 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants . ORDER 
X .................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defend ORATION hereby requests 

il Practice Law and Rules Section 

CAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

summary judgment in the above-e 

321 2, dismissingplaintiff s compl 

mJy with prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice ms and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

(CII  OJm 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frances Ryndak American Optical Corporation 

Pf i?  V2QQi 
SO ORDERED, 

Y .  
*. -. 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 106578-02 
11271 1-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X l_l____-__---_____r-_____________11_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 plaintiffs complaint against defe ,P d&t ~~~TTBLCOWORATION 
o& with prejudice, and there being no oppositio thereto, 

MAR 1 6 ' E f i h l  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de ndants, all claims [ C O ~ N ~  CLER~~%$f&s-claimS against 

YORK defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATIO &be %#the same are hereby dismissed 

c, 09aP 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Emma Rokitka American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 0 12012 



WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t ~ ~ ~ ~ Q ~ e s  Section 
i -  

ORATION 
1 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN 0 @W 
& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. e 1. 1 A 

Lisa Nathanson Busch Scott C. Allan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C W  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attornevs for Defendant 

Alice Di Giralamo American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



..- 

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

Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 112087-02 
106964-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERIC 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, p 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against de 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition t 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

and without costs. 

c. E 0999- 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attornevs for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Tillie Kostoroski American Optical Corporation 

MAR 0 7 2012 SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 119086/02 
I 07 102/02 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTTON & ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DANIEL BISOGNO, 

X _----__---___-------_________________I__-------------~---------* 

X ____-___--_-_--I__--_________________I__--------~--------------- 

Plaintiff; 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Defendant. 

X --___--__----I---__--------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITF, COMPANY, INC:., hereby requests 

c g b d  Rules Sections 

MPANY, INC. 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against De 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, MAR 1 8  all2 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe " ! I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c l a i r n s  against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., bc and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y" . ORK 

2)* - ,2012 

c*- 
C:. Dino I Ialou os, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Ilefendant 
320 East 5 ~ ' ~  Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 1 19783/02 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONlTE C INC., hereby requests 

E D  Sections summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

I 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendan &@@&INY, INC. 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
- _.- 

NEW YOHK 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a h  and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hcreby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ZZB' // ,2012 

c b-k-- 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
H on. S h e r w l e M e  i t 1 e r 



Index No.: 114562/02 

I 

I 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursua 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defe 
f 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defen laims against 

Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite I 00 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-030( 

SO ORDERED, 
w e i t l e r  

3 



Index No. 1 9026 1 - 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MAXWELL DEER and CAROLYN DEER, 

X ---____--_"_1---___---------------_----~------------------"-----"-~- 

X --l_r""------_--l_"-_I----_--------------------------------------------- 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
SUPERIOR GROUP, 

Defendant, 

X ____---_r_--------------"------------"----------------------~-----*- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SUPERIOR GROUP, hereby requests summary judgment in 

dzules  Section 321 2, dismissing 

t&rbdi&@re being no 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant SUPERTOR 

opposition thereto, MAR 1 6 2DE2 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

Defendant, SUPERIOR GROUP, be and the same a 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s for Defendant, Superior Group 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

mr3 0 720121 



- against - 

ANCHOR DARLING, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant ANCHOR DARLING, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant ANCH there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co\defendantw J T p B d  cross claims against 

Defendant, ANCHOR DARLING, be and th$ 

without costs to either party. 
I 

I 

DatpdxNew York, New York 

Weitz & Lkqnbergi P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Ginsberg Montan0 
LP. 

rneys for Defendant, ANCHOR 
DARLING 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York. New York 10022 

D 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

- against - 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. !F ILED 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACIWER by 
hereby requests summary judgment in the ab0 

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

BLACKMER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 
Msrch -:9 -Y 2012 

HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
WITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs , Attorneys For Defendant 
700 Broadway ' BLACKMER 
New York, New York 10003 100 Wall Street 

New York, NY 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



Plaintiff; 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Indcx No.: 126810/02 
1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled t to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

ONITE COMPANY, INC'. 3212, dismissing plaintiff's' complaint 

with prejudice, and there being no oppos 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 



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

X 
NYCAL 

JACOB NICKLAS CONTI, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-V- 

ALCOA, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 107338/04 

D.O.F.: 5/12/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with p e and there being no opposition v 
thereto, 1 %  $ F I L E D  ,. 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r w a w  apainst UJ2 defendant 
- -- 

Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismis 

Dated: New York, New York c ,2012 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
r 

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

RRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

X 
NYCAL 

EFROM BETTINGER and CHARLOTTE 
BETTINGER, 

Index No. 03/109344 

D.O.F.: 5/21/03 
Plaintiff( s), 

-V- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN REFRACTORIES, CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil es f+etion 3 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-de M&kftl cross claims against defendant 

Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same arechereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 

Audrey P. Raphael, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3’h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 TK/ (212) 452-5300 

WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Index No.: 114132/02 
107403/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GLENN R. CARLISLE, 

X "1----1------___----________________I___---------~-------------- 

X __---___-----l__---f-------------------------------------------- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X I-----__----__------_____________l_____l"------------"---------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law a id  Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' corn OKONlTE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon no 

Defcndant, THE OKONITE CO 

prejudice and without costs to either part 

Dated: New York, New York 

hereby dismissed with - C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53Id Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York I0022 

3Q0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



Index No.: 121910/02 
P 1 ainti ff; 

- against - 

THE OKONIlE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendagt T&E OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 
~ 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, i 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be 
- -7--3Rs0 

prejudice and without costs to either party. -%K 

apai nst u ~~ 

dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

+, 2012 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

SO ORDERED, 

MAW 0 7 2012 



Index No.: 1273 12/02 
1 13567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDEK 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PAUL KARTIS, 

x __~_____"I__-___---~_________________II_----~---~"----~~----__--  

X _______1_---_1__-__-__________l____l____------~-------------_--~ 

PI ainti ff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Defendant. 

X -1________--_-__-_1_---~-----~~-----_------_--~~-----~-----_---~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hcreby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

32 I 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, Ne., be and the 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

are hcreby dismissed with 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

'rm OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 10 I994/03 
124339/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKON NY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purs 

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Def'endant TmIF)+QNITb5 COMPANY, INC 

with pwjudice, and there being no opposition theret 

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

Defendant, I I l E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., bc and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York y 6  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -4 C. Dino Ilaloulos,-Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

10022 New York, NEW 

- 

& Partners 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 1 19104/02 
1 07 1 02/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Ilefendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant '['HE OKONT'I'C .. COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 
I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursua 8.k B R u l e s  Sections 
i 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Dcfei!dant 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dekn 

INC* 

mum a R K ' S  OFFICE 

a11 c F aim?Wcross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC:., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/zp ' 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorncys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 119088/02 
107 102102 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defend 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

O f T T E B A N Y ,  INC. 

D 

MAR t 6 2012 

"NTYCLERK'S QFF'Im 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., bc 

1 claims and cross claims against 

s a m e % ' m b y  dismissed with 

pre.judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, Ncw York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEKEFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, 1NC.b be F t p  r~ D b y  dismissed with 

pre+judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 1 ti 2 9 2  

"l2g ,2012 UNlY CLERK'S GFf LCE 
NEWYORK 

ci2Lfp- 
C. Dino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 109339/02 
P1 ain t i ff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'THE OKONI'fE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Sections 
4 bprr FEY, INC. 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant b H  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
i L  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suitc 100 

York, New York I0022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 123161/02 

NO OPYOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

SUPREME coum OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

HORACE LEO CAYEN, 

X _1_--_-__--__---_"--___1____1____1______------------------------ 

X _---"1--___---_"---1_---------I-------------------------~----------- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

X _--_"__-"1_---__--_1_-------I-----.-----~------------------~-----~-- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

if E"$ Sections 

ONITE COMPANY, N C .  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendan 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR t G P G ~  

NTY CLEi ~ i l -  b i w  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, i n i s W  &&E claims against 

Defendant, 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

pre+juclice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 
C. Dino Halould, Esq. 
McCullougli Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
Ncw York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDEKET), 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 126042/02 
1 1 3 5 66/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant '1'1-IE OKON ITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defen 1 ant i P P ~ N E  Q@)/IDANY, INC. 
t 

with prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, MAR 1 Li 2.GJ 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendaegts c&fi&p~&$g?&&ims against 

.same are ereby dismissed with 

I 

NEW YtRK 
Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

k 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 



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

-. against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

summary .judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La~~i f fd \h l%%ct ions  

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant T H E  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, 'IHE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. +52012 
-- 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Rroadway 
New York, New York 10003 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 101 768/03 
124489/02 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'T'E COMPANY, INC:., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'I'HE OKONITE COMPANY, N C .  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the sa 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
y 2 r  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 126731/02 
1 I0269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TE iE  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant CFFTiC 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defend 

n B l e s  Sections 

' m E  OKONITE CO 
MAR I u id 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
N p I  CLERK'@ ai%e@ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant aifi%Y9%s claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New Y ork -+=-, 2012 

C L &  
C:. Dino tlaloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Gi nsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 / 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defcndant. 

Tndex No.: 1071 03/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE ,CQMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant L E n t L e s  Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE m m  m P A N Y ,  INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, OUNTY CLERKS WFiCE- 
NEWYORK 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C:. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorncys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Deliendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defkndant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Ci p r r t i E I , E a n b ; : ; c t t ;  

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'THE OKONIT C 
B MAR 1 6 2012 ? 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, ' 
CLERKS 0 ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, -all c & & w s r o s s  ~ m s  against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$121 ,2012 

C.-Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite IO0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 k 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR O 72012 

L 



- against - 

' T I E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUnGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defenda T E F I f l r F V Y ,  INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
F p i  

MAR 1 E 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant6 all claims and cross claims against 

€= ~ U N ~ c L . € w S ~ ~  
Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and a m m & i & y  dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsbcrg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg2000 
Attorneys €or Plaintill 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



Index No.: 12521 1/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defcndant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKON ITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against De 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition therct 

N C .  

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-deindants, a#&ilhf ross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., ?&s @E@E dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c *L& 
C. L h o  Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Del'endant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Ilefendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co cross claims against 

reby dismissed with Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, IN&., 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 435-0300 

SO OKDERED, 



Index No.: 1 1 1909/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no oppositiord ther E I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co -de fendw a l l 6 l w  and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, IMC~( lW@if IQh6M@&~kreby  dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

E 

L,.,. ~ _A. 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/@ ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. :'-*%?(\ 
% Weitz & Luxenberg20005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

f --L@-- 
C b i n o  Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Index No.: 1191 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

' rm OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE CO lPA? Y, IP C., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defen FE~&&NE ~ P A N Y ,  INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, \ MAR 1 6 Ut 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend Qkims against 

e are hereby dismissed with Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be an 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2012 

Wcitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 100 York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



1 12 127/02 
1 07 169/02 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE CNMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, rrFtFt P E i w  and Rules Sections 
L 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition t 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 

MAR t 2012 1 

NTY CLEl i3i'S OFFICE 

t~'#'lYd;)asks and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hc and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: Ncw York, New York 
2 /2e ,2012 

c u  
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsbcrg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Delkndant 
320 East 53'" Street, Suite 100 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York I0022 

SO ORDERED, 



- against -- 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

I Iefendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against De COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, aH&aihs &,cross claims against 
1- 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., de m%??&&%% QEH& dismissed with 
3 NEW YOi-rK 
&W.bL. 

prejudice and without costs to cither party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/hy ,2012 

P' 

i l  . 
*.TTd9 )(&a- ,?$  

'%. 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 - I New York. New York 10022 

SO ORDERHI), 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTLON & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P &&$i S D m s  

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONIIT'E wh$'@qmINC. 

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

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 p p  ,2012 

C. Djno Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

SO ORDERH), 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

Index No. : 106964/02 
122 12 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu t y l  j r a c  Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against De afi 'HE. O K 0  COMPANY, INC. 
MAR 1 6 t 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
NP( CLERK% OFFiGg 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 11 C I ~ W  Y@%ross claims against 

Defkndant, THE OKONITE COMPANY. INC., bc and the same are hereby dismissed with 

pre-judice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/2t ,2012 

* _. ." . 
%*.?$ 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & l,uxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 
New York, Nkw York 10003 

S O  ORDERED, 

- 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 I ,"I* 

H o r n e r r  w e  i t 1 er 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursua Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Deft: A&; Ea,',,,, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreto, MAR 3 6 j?~ ; ' . !  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen a@uw 4i., h t W  YWHK 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2/25 ,2012 

m 

I z 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C. Dino Haloulos,%sq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

I 
I 

SO ORDERED, - 
I Hon. S h e r y  



Plaintiff, 

- against -- 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Index No.: 124268/02 
107 100/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TfIE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defenda F i O E E T N Y .  INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 1 6 2012 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, 1NC., be and 648% dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

+ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

C. Dino Ilaloulos, Rsq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53‘d Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



.. . .. A. 

Plaintiffs, 

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

: Hon. Sheiry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart30 

BELL & GOSSETT CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary ddgment n 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Georgia-Pacific LLC no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

dants, all claims and cross claims against 

LYNCII DASKAL EMERY LLP 

- - 
Jason Kaufman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 0 12012 



-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice t ims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witht%@%odt# 

Dated: New York, New York ' couNn CLERK'S 
Zl J1) I 3 NEW YOHK 

L- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Lawrence G, Le 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



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

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and-cross claims 

c. be and the 
t 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company apd Goodyear MAR C UaRl a 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without Gwn CLERK'S OFFICE ' 
Dated: New York. New York 

NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyeafrire & Rubber 

Lawrence G, Lee 

264 West 40* Street 

Company/&d Goodyear C W a  Inc. 

7 6 OBroadway / 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 0 12612 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -------l________r"__________1___________---------"-----------"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --___"_-l----r__--l-____l_________r_____---------~------------- 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNELIESE : Index No. 190297/11 
SPRENG, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

3M COMPANY, gt d., 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IAS Part30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

and the same are herFby dismisse MA\ wi 1 .&2Q@ pr udice and against Georgia-Pacific L 

// without costs, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

(212) 681-1575 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

264 West 40Lh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

"+I- ~ 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 72012 



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

3M COMPANY, gt d., 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 
1 1 I. . . . - b ' .  

t@& 1 5 2Ei2 UIK are nerePy aismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

546 Fifth A r ue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

~ ~ ~ ' K . %  aw= 
LYNCH DAS &ERrL;aRK 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 12012 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. : 1 1 5 179/02 
107004/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint agains 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition t 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 

and Rules Sections 

OMPANY, INC. 

W$and  cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
. p" ,2012 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 '72012 



Index No.: 1 19673/00 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, IT C., here )y requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE .COMPANY, INC. _. 
with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d cross claims against 

eby dismissed with 

217.9 ) 2012 
I '  

- 1  

& 

A ,  
*+$ " t> 

.I 

# g- ak,, 8, 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X --___----------_f_--___II_______________----------------------_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____---1----__1__--____________1_____11------------~---------- 

TILLIE KOSTOROSKI, Individually and as : Index No. 106964/02 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN S. 1 12087/02 
KOSTOROSKI, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- 

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

Goodyear 

rsuant to n 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Ti 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 la ?'I la 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
4ttorneys for Plaintiffs. 

By: yo2 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

hn Richmond, Esq. 

New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -------_-____----__"__________I_________----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -------r_____---__________cI____________-------"--l--------"--- 

SHARON BAIOCCO, Representative of the Estate : Index NO. 114562/02 
of ROBERT A. BAIOCCO, SR., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

IASPart30 A.C. AND S,, INC.,gt&, 
Defendants. 

X __---lr___l---c1___1_----1--1----------"--~------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint aga ~ ~ - ~ o p ; " ~ r ~  Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with preju , B t re eing no opposition 

.--- 

thereto, it is hereby: 16 I N 2  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
fendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Goodyear Canada Inc. &L '4 

Lawrence G. Lee 
By: &Y 

m 
/a# &bo.& Fv;svlrc 1 [ *  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

2 

Rubber 

+ 



-against - 
Plaintiff($), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d., 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear rgy?b e, pursuant to 

00 year Tire & Rubber 

q$$thkrb & no opposition 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary jud 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs corn 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

thereto, it is hereby: t;F\GE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York 

and cross claims 

oodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

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

By : 

-* 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
/-a A,' 

---" ' 

SO ORDERED: 
ler, J. S .C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

._ 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 126686/02 
1040 14/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against T 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, 

oodyeu Tire & Rub& .! 

thereto, it is hereby: i 

1 6  cross c aims ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and GoodyE&l#!&Ef 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Defendants The 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: /w 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED: 



I 
126681/02 

-against- 

52310 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint again T&$-OTr E fEPubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudi and ther being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: MAR 1 I. Z J  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendanp, Co"&%Bkg-ms all cl 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Go dyear CdmYf@%e and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
L.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
- 9  Esq. 
lIlruht4.d w\, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York .-. 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1040 1 1/03 
126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and 
thereto, it is hereby: MAR 1 6 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, &&#a~-fi&o~~-I&mS' . 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear C m Y ' l l b S G e  and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
x-i - --. - 

I '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
F m ,  Esq. 
m 1 hrn\  FcyUc\\; 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 1 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York -" 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 12012 



CALLINAN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
* 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled c uant to 
CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint again & F o l d &  F E P R u b b e r  

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudiciy arid there bei 

thereto, it is hereby: 

n pgposition 
MAR 7% '' 1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendaas, a@!- wss claims 

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

=fiK'S OFF\CE 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
r Tire & Rubber 

By: A4 rnb0,n 
r n c i r o Y t 3  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York - 

Hon. Sherry Klein HeitK, J . S . C T  VnR 0 724 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, a 

thereto, it is hereby: 

t 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New York A I 

-Heitler, Y J. S.C. MAR 0 72002 



Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rub er m any and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the a b o l - e F E  l a & p E Q . - *  

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

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
27a-qJ z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

F l  n 
By: 

Lawrence 

700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

X __"-1--_"----__-----_1_1____________1___----------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X -1--------_"-----_"-_________________I__----------"------------ 

CHARLES R. COSBEY, as Executor for the Estate : Index No. 101 129/03 
of JOAN M. COSBEY and CHARLES R. 
COSBEY, Individually, 

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

: . Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 
IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-e 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being ap#c$it.tw 

thereto, it is hereby: UblWc4.lBWKS OFFlCE 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c d m s y % s  

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



WILLIAM S. ALLEN, as Executor for the Estate of: Index No. 122052/02 
GEORGE E. ALLEN, 

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

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. & S. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt : IAS part 3o 
al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the abovgentitled 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The G 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there b m y p  

thereto, it is hereby: 
N~cu=RK'SOFF'CE I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all %#ns WOtBRKclairns 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and G o o d y k T  anada Inc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 
a/Z&- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

ORIN E. AGRI, as Administrator for the Estate of : Index No. 124444/02 
GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

_________________lr_r______________l____------------"----"----- 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Fart 3o A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and 

thereto, it is hereby: wp 7 fi tP1E 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

P 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Company p d  Goodyear Canada Inc. 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodye Tire & Rubber 

A 

v 
264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

SO ORDERED: 



From: FAXrnaker To: Jennifer T Page: 2 2  Date: 3/5/2012 12:23:27 PM 

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

"against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

T;vp-p* - .. .. 

' 
_ _  "I 

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan+., v all c l a i w b d  Croikdlairns 

against The Goodyear Tirc & Rubber Company and Goo 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 4 
-,-- .,. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ALlorneys for Defendarm The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyem Canada Tnc. 

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

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 1 S 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

so 
Hun. S h e n m  

MAR 0 120tt 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit. http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Lawrence G Page: 2/2 Date: 3/5/2012 11:19:28 AM 

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

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et I Hen. Sherry Heitler, 

JAS Part 30 Defendants. 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and therMMink &$wasition 

thereto, it is hereby: 
COUNP( CLERICS OFFICE 

ORDEFED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l m @ & s s  c l d ~  

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N Yor ,NewYork * 
WEITZ & LUXEIWERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY I,LP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Tire & Rubber 

d 
Fg! & By: 

Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2~ West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

r 

SO ORDERED: 

FMf? 0 72012 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Golriz Shoa-Naini Esq Page: 313 Date: 3/5/2012 11:01:17 AM 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

I 

thereto, it is hereby: MAR t 6 2812 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairfis & w e s  oFFlcE 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. @m= -- 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

T.YNCH DASKAT, EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ___-1__________1___"__________I_________-------"--------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 110260/04 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

___-___________rl_____________111_______--------"-------------- 

VEDA M. DUELL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT DUELL and VEDA M. DUELL, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: IASPart3 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., al., 

Defendants. I .  

v ................................................................ 

7 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-e 

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Tire & Rubber 

rt1 'z Lawrence G. Lee 
By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 





of ELMER ALBERICO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S,,  INC., gtal., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, 

thereto, it is hereby: MAR 1 6 2612 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York dp-q (0 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: ,, k, ,l .,> 

Frank Ortiz 
h>?\k% 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ---__1----1---"_---_______rrl___________----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

DONALD BROWN, as Personal Representative for : Index NO. 1 1373 1/02 
the Estate of SIDNEY L. BROWN and JUDITH : 
BROWN, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu*ajit to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a funFFlGFE & R(bber 

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

1 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f ~ d @ ~ & ~ ~ ~ ~ i f S  claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company ankroodyei!$6%f!&!%c. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withaut costs. 

MAR 1 6 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company p d  Goodyear Canada 1%. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

AR 0 12OlE 
SO ORDERED: 



SVOBODA, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EVA BUCHHOLTZ, Individually, 

: 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

84 LUMBAR CO., & &, 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear ,* 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the ab0 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and I '  (here bein 

Wpv's -FF' thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all q&wE W n s  

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y N w York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 0 72012 
SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND 0IU)ER 

A. C. & S., INC., a&, 

Defendants. : Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, a ~ d y ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ' 
thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Good 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r , N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
year Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

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

Dated: New York, New York 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16052102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Agnes Cestare 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing - 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporati(m,!+p$uL,E D e  being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl@&iy&pqg&h4% 6@!# 
NEWYO* .I 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed rejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Craig Blau, Esq. 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

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

SO ORDERED, rn Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

~ 

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

I ' F I L E D  
I 

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

no opposition thereto, 
I * b ,  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph E. Carr 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 140 16/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 1 6 2412 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismiske 

costs. 

re udice and without 

NEW YORK 
' QiwY.j: LERK'S OFflCE 

Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Craig Blau, Esq. 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

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

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

MAR 0 72012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles A. Buchholz 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 12 1775/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpor +* 10% b e c ~ p  beiqg 

no opposition thereto, 
E 

I 

MAR 1 6 211'12 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all &y.g,&~~iy..&jp~a F&pst' 

N y . Y O R 5  CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis h preju ice an without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 

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

Judith A. wit., EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh 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: 

Sidney L. Brown 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1373 1/02 i 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 
t r  . r  

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lab a&l& &&2 l&mising 
I 
8 -  

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, *w$j$dWand the 

no opposition thereto, CLERK'S OFFICE 

and cross claims against 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JF9 2 8  9 2012 

Frank O&z, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I / 
itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George E. Allen 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122052/O2 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corp 

no opposition thereto, 

Section 3212, dismissing 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withdut 

costs. 

/ 
Judith A.pavi&, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27’ Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Elmer Alberico 

Index No: 1 140 13/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFOFLE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, 

no opposition thereto, 

rejudice, and there being 

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

and without 
. /- r' #.'It- 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 'WE! 
ViK 1 

1.1 O[*,qCE 
costs. P 'm Y C i i  iK 

Dated: New York, New York 
FEB 2 8  ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

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

MAR 0 72012 



-.- 

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: 124444/02 

Gerhude Agrifoglio 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporatio 

no opposition thereto, 

udice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl# ms and c ~ l ? i ~ ~  

€ CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
. 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
FEB 2 6  ,2012 

Judith 4 Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

1 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123 165/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph J. Lunga 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant C e ~ , n l c . ~ ~ ~ ~ a t ~ ~ ~ j a t C .  and there being 
- 

MAR 1 6 2612 no opposition thereto, f 1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen & s . a J ~ ~ $ ~ ~ , & m s  against ‘E. a)EWYQrid 
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereb . ismisse with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

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

MAR 0 7’2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1273 17/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph J. Lauer, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 4 s, h1 F clai I s L Es Qms against 
t 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed d&&xbjbd&md without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 

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

A 

Judith A. pkavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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. Lauer, Sr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 3 567/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and therg behg 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an%Apsf$iqqmainst 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismisselt *&+yi&i&d- 

costs. 
NEW YoRK ..>& 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



I "  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

I Dominic Elia 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 100331/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

~ 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporatio j?+$GTfdr tgthqebe ing  

no opposition thereto, r 

MAR 1 26*~2 
cross claims against 

prej&W MfEWithout 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismisse 
I UNm CLERK'S OFFICE: 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith AYYavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

~. .- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Johannes DeValk 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124444/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertahTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpora 'th prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, rTF i I L E D 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims &o& kldkddagainst 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismis 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
FER 2 8  ,2012 A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72018 



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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124444102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joan M. Cosbey 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpora 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dism 

costs. 

Dated: Ny+$oj$ New York 
,2012 

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

A 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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: 101 129/03 

Joan M. Cosbey 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corpora f n [ p $ J r E d @ - t m n g  

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismi 

costs. 

Blau, Esq, 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

& BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27" Street, 12th Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



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

ERICH W. BRUCKNER and IRENE BRUCKNER, 

Plaintiffs, 
-v- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No, 07/103639 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K, Heitler 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law an 

complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. 

Sgction 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

E e  D g  no opposition 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 
1. L 2 q 7  

EARLY k STRAUSS, L.L.C. DAKGER & ERRANTE LLP 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20h Floor 
New York, NY 100 I7 

1 16 E. 27" Street, 12* Floor 

SO ORDERED: 



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

X 

NYCAL 
FRANK E. BURKE and KATHLEEN JACOBSEN 
BURKE, 

Index No. 04/105829 

D.O.F.: 4/14/04 
Plaintiff(s), 

-V- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN REFRACTORIES, CO., et al., 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, 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 Hopeman Brothers, Inc. ' E p l j u L ,  E t162 being no opposition 

thereto, MAR 1 6 2012 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defenda l%EJU??&Qm against defendant 
-2 Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
t 

U ennifer Wparger ,  Esq. 
ttorneys for Defendant u 1 16 E. 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 

Audrg q p h a e l ,  Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13'h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10016 

(212) 452-5300 

J? 0 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

This Document Relates to: 
, 

AS 6 ESTOS LITLGATIO N 

Benny Romano 

NYCAL 
(HeitIer$ J.) 
Index No: 108962/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defend9 e i ee o 

prejudice, and there belng no opposition thereto, 
.!hL 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defpdants, %%&k cross cliims 

sed with 
' co 

against defendant CertainTsEtd Corporation be argP&~e 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated:New York, New York 

6 

q, Lp\ 

VlTZ & BlAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana 

-q "- 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LlP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(21 2)605-6200 (21 2)452-5300 

New YO&, NY 1001 6 

MAR 0 12012 





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: 

Anthony J. Mignone, Sr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10 1955/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 
1.3 .$ 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e and without 
C O U N ~  cLEvCs ma 

NEWYQW -4 L- 

, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 124339/02 

Anthony J. Mignone, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla s ! + + & e q y  
CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed kith preju and Without 

16 
! 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
FER 2 8,2012 

COUNTY cmm O ~ C E  
N W Y W  

\ ." ." 

A 

Judith A Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. +--- DARG Attorneys R for ERRANTE CertainTeed YAVITZ Corporation & BLAU, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27* Street, 12" Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



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

Successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE") hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pra 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMP 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Ne Yor New York 373 ,2012 

WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

I /  

Ben. at ni; Darche, Esq. Kevin W. Turbert, Esq:' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and 
as successor to York-Shipley 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114898/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULT 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i m w  drtkbaarns a g a e t  
1 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same 8jQKd-&W& 6HElf5Ejuaice and 
*. - - NEWYORK 

without costs. 

Weitz& Luxenberg 3 7 1 %  
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

I Barry McTiernan & Moare 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

WORKS 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1489&/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

i 
WHEREFORE, defendants CLE AVER-BRO A S ;  r r t  r e g s c a r y  

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

es tion 3212, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 
all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. be and the same are hereby diyiasq! with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-3600 
. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher 

MAR 0 72012 



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

X 
TRUDI ROSENBERG, Individual1 and as the 
Executrix of the Estate of JOSEPH ROSENBERG, 

__________________I__l____lrr______r____-------------~~---------- 

Index No.: 109000/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

I 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S& 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, ATLAS TURNER 

no opposition thereto, 

d there being 

-- 

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

defendant ATLAS TURNER INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

New Y rk New York *- Dated: 

Brendan J. Tully, 
LEVY, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

Suzanne Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY McTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ATLAS TURNER, INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

MAR 0 7201t 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1952104 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

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

without costs. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

MAR 0 72012 



CLB55975/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
VIVIAN HARRIETT, 
"______l---------r--------~~--------------"---------------------- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 113966/05 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  hereby request summary 
r' prrglen 32 12, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prdctice 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROO prejudice, 

nrAR 1 8  
w 2  and there being no opposition thereto, P 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendab, all cl * against 
-+ @c - 

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 110157/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ck#s &dl wt claims aiainst 

w th prejudice defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. ., be and the same ar&&!@fdqy& 4 c o ~ ~ l Y g  

Flee i 

3 and without costs. 

Audrey Raphae1,Esq. 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsb h r ila Attorney for Plaintiffs 3 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

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



T 

X:/ATT49895./le~uUlvOSJM 

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

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

r-----"r----------'-C----'"----l-t-------------"------------------- 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 110157/05 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law an 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNER 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

without costs. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

albardier, Esq. 
s for ATLAS TURNER 
Tiernan & Moore 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



ORIGINAL 

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

CA d 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : J. Sherry Klein Heitler 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff 

Edward Kern was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International 

Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation 

(“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment ’ in ‘ the E v a t l e d  ’!‘ 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims diganst Defendant 
-7 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for  Honeywell International Inc. 
f/Wa AlliedSigpal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Ccrporation 

SO ORDERED - .  

& Konigsberg LLP 

By: 
Erica Cesaro, Esq. 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 



From: FAXmaker To: Lance Perez Page: 3/3 Date: 3/5/2012 12:26:00 PM 

Pla in t i f f s  , NO OPPOSITION 
9-y m G m  

-against - MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu i v i l  Practice Law 

md Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

lefendant MACK TRUCKS, TNC.,  w i t h  pre$udice, 

Ipposition thereto, I t  
ORDEREDr that upon notice  to all - 

--=Q 
: m a s  claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are 

nareby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Iated: Mineola, N e w  York 
/%dl FrblL 

Lance Perez ,  Esg. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
NETT2 6 LUXENBERG, P . C .  MAIMONE 6r ASSOCIATES PLLC 
4t tomeys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Jnc. 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 170 O l d  Country Road, Suite 609 

Mineola, New York 11501 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


l l  

103452-02 

Plaintiff B ,  

-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, 
J 

opposition thereto, j. j 
ORDERED# that upon notice to a claims and 

cross claims against defendant MACK same are - -* 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated : Mineola, New York 

\\ & @ \ \  I 

Lance Perez, Esq. r 
WEITZ L LUXENBERG, P . C .  MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

2 
New York 11501 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

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

Index No: 4 Q0203/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

I US-ACTIVE-1 04784394.1 

EDWARD KERN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests 

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

Section 3272, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed - .  

Corporation, with prejudice, and there bein 

' 0  i 
ORDERED, that upon natim t d all co-def8kbn\syaR dairns and cross 

I 
claims againat defendant CertainTeed C a r p  

dismissed with prejudice and without casts. - 
Dated: New York, New York 

a1 =q la- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff infeed Corporation 
800 Third Avenue 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 2 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



CI,~55087/legaI/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' 

-against- Index No.: 103375/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pr 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLE 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
--G 

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

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

without costs. 

I 
~ %hi - 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. r I  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



X i F B  W44593/lrpaV;DECEMBER 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__-___"_II_-_____-_______I______________------------------------- X 
MARK D. ASHTON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

-against - I Index No.: 103375/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER 
E 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 32 12,:. 
I' 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

b w g i t h  prejudice, 

' ,  
I 

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

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

without costs. 

/ 
(yt . ir. &--- 
4 j 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-550 (2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She 

WORKS 



: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 105 167-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

MAR 0 72012 



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

ROSEMARY BRADLEY as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of RICHARD H. BRADLEY, and NY 
ROSEMARY BRADLEY, Individually, : I.A.S. Part30 

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

: Index No: 103895-00 
-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 3212, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

nd the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
t- 

,' m . 6  w 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .: --\,\ \>< Nit&?eM. Kozin, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

L A '  

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

GERSHON SIEDLECKI and RUTH 
SIEDLECKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants . 

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

Index No(s).: 190510-1 1 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Erik Jacobs, Esq. ( 
I 

Rirst4 Alford Kneis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXE-G, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

16030 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 

r 1 2 )  536-3900 

Hon. Sherry Klein Y-- Heit er 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.* 

This Document Relates To: 
: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part30 JAMES W. CALLINAN and JO ANNE 
CALLINAN, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 108898-03 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

- New York. Nkw York 

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

~ 

(212) 558-5500 NY 10022-6030 
900 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 New Yo& NY 10022-6030 . ,  
900 

SO ORDERED, 

W9R 0 '72012 



f 

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

SCOTT DEWITT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No: 190429- I I 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Crane Co. 
New York, New York 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

: Index No: 118977-02 

JOHN A. GENTILE and JUDITH A. GENTILE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

-._------ 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



This Document Relates To: 

JOHN A. GENTILE and JUDITH A. GENTILE, : 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

r'-y 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 % 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: ,106695-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. 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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



-against- : Index No(s).: 103870-02 

A.C. and S,, PIC., 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, 

Dated: \ &CI\ \ a. 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff($), 

7 

-against- 

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

Index No: 105296-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

MAR 0 7 2012 



-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Index No: 119385-00 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 q/// 1212) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

* NYCAL ELLEN GREENBLATT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JACK POLLOCK, : part 3o 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 106440-01 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

, 6- 
Kozin, Esq. ' 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

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

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
0 



i '  

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

x ___-___-_"-___--"_-_____l________l______------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ARNOLD SCHWARTZ, as Executor for the Estate : NYCAL 

X -__-___----___--__-__I__________________-----~----"-------------- 

of HERBERT GOLDBERG, : I.A.S. Part 30 w 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), 
: Index NO: 110034-99 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 I New York, NY 10022-6030 
3900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

w Index No: 119379-Hod -against- 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 



THOMAS WILLIAMS and ANNE WILLIAMS, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

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

-against- : Index No: 106981-00 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. m+ K&L GATES LLP 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York NY 10022-6030 

0 



-against- : IndexNo: 123481-00 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

$/mqf?---- N'cole . Kozin, Esq. 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

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

SO ORDERED, 
(212) 536-3900 



CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT and JEFFREY : 
JOHN BARRETT, as Co-Executors for the Estate : NYCAL of JOHN A. BARRETT, and the Estate of DORIS : I.A.S. part 3o 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) BARRETT, 

Plaintiff( s), Index No: 103372-99 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

* JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants, 
................................................................. X 

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

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

" 

gw York ' 

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

SO ORDERED, 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

5 3 6-3 900 

MAR 0 72012 



JAMES DUNFORD and CATHERINE 
DUNFORD, 

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

: NYCAL 
' I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: Index No: 1 1626 1-0 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: ! rJ..\\%\\,L 
Pi 

-- t ,,"*- New Yo&:' New Yorkb: // 
1 -  z i ' 3 -  

\ 

\* *L"ibb ," '4 "' 

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO, 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
900 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 11 1221-01 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

%!&m.+p . Kozin, Es . 
N'c 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

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

SO ORDERED, 
- 6-3900 

MAR 0 7 2012 



F I L E D  

UNW CLERKS OFFICE ; I ,  
This Document Relates To: 

FRANK SERRAVALLO and VIVIAN 

SERRAVLLO, : I.A.S. Part 30 

YORK 
i NYCAL 

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

Index No: 107088-01 -against- 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al,, 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, : Index N0.10-190391 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

3M COMPANY, et al., 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: ORDER 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. : 

X _______--------------------- 
WHEREFORE, defendants Rapco, Inc. and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., hereby request 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against Rapco, Inc. and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendants, Rapco, Inc. and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: ( I thber  b p ] )  

NAPOL BERN EUPKA LLP QUARL,ES & BRADY LLP 

[ (c/---.-.. 
Richard Thomas 
350 5th Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 10018 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

One Renaissance Square 
Two North Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-2391 
Attorneys for Defendants Rapco, Inc. and 
Rapco Fleet Support, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7' 2012 



Anthony C .  Bagnett 

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

Index No: 108356/00 
1 10574/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' X  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

4570194. I 

Our File No. 05335.00 @ !  

MAR 0 7 2012 



WOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
4U PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, W 

SOUTH JEREY 
7M WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUR 202 
HUMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 105931-03 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH AND LOIS RICH 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prdjudic f 6 n # th L re e g u p p o s i t i o n  thereto, 

ss claims againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are her ice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York ..- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

- 0  

QRci/.L 
STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

William Henry Rich and Lois Rich 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

BY-MAST-29 
MAR 0 ?20@ 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH 1”. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

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

INDEX NO.: 11 1047/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

tbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Go., with prejudice, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dis 

BATED: New York, New York 
F & r q  ay,aO/4 

ITEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. - 
IOAQLAND, LONGO, MORAN UXENBERG, P.C. 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
florneys for Defendant, 
ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Joseph T. Sander and Joan Sander, 

New York NY 10003 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 X #  
0 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.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 113287/98 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen ross claims against 
ifendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

4TED: New York, New York 
F- a T , w l 3  



10~WANQ;LONQO 
IORAN. W S T  8 
OUKAS, LLP 
.TTORNEYS;AT LAW 

0RW.XRRsEY 
Q PATERSONST 
0 BOX 480 
N V ~ T N J  

OUTH JERSEY 
31 WL-RD 
UITEZOZ . 
AMMONWN, iW 

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

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

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, oppositih thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def&c@&# t$h;im,!nd;;g claims againsl 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are heret$&missNt#dice and without costs. 
i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 190391/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Z !  
lbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice taw bnd: s 1 e Q, ion e2omiss ing  plaintiffs 

11 

IATED: New York, New York 
F & y  N , a o r a  

WNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Jtorneys for Defendant, 
:ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 

Joseph T. Sander and Joan Sander, 



' *  

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

NORfn JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa BOX 480 
NNV BRUNSVVICK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107006 

JAMES F R E T 0  

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 1 an ' P I P  P t i r Q d i s m i s s i n g  plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being n opposition thereto, 
7 

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

@b!&nd without costs. defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are h 

DATED: New York, New York 4 
A n 5 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

~SHWATH T R A ~ I ,  ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
James Fretto 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 2- 

SO ORDERED: 

BY-MAST-30 



# 

WACLAND, LONDO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ~ S E Y  
40 PA'FERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NWUBRUNSWIU(,NJ 

SODH JERSEY 
?Ul WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SMTE 2[32 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-121082 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler C requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practic %' La hxdkA&. S 6 o B 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudicM&pdjttpMfing no opposition thereto, 
P 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o ~ d e @ k W l t $ , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ f $ ~ w  claims against 
5 NEW VOR? 

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
&\--l\\L 

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

3 0  ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Anthony F. Cataldo 
700 Broadway 



HOAOLAND. LONW 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUHAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRWWdW,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTQN, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH L. NIXON and FREDA NIXON, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-124487 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler C ~ h B e ~ ~ ~ m m ~ l y . j u d g m e n t  in the 
li d 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

somplaint against defendant, Kohler 

3T12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

no opposition thereto, 
OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to'all co-def&@&nhQw claims agd cross claims against 
i 

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

DATED: New Brunswick 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

J O H P M O N D ,  ESQ. 
WE & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Kenneth L. Nixon and Freda Nixon 
700 Broadway 

MAR O 72012 



00 

.AW 

.L RD 

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

Dove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lap an 

implaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with 

les Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffi 

& r e @ n D  oppusition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-$efendant@@ qvj and cross claims again$ 

?fendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are here@fh@g@w& prejudice and without costs 

\TED: New Brunswick, NJ 

012 

QKOFFICE 

-5- a o , m m  

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

11 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DOE, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GEORGE MARTIN AND CARLEEN M. 
FUENTES AS PROPOSED REPRESENTATIVE FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ALICE MARTIN 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 108669/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

'EPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
IAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
JNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
orneys for Defendant, 
hler Co. 
Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
w Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

ORDERED: 

Attornws for Plaintiff(s), 
John Doe, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of George Martin and Carleen M. 
Fuentes as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of Alice Martin 
700 Broadway 



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

(Heitler, J.) 

Nila Hauptner, Individually and as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of Richard Hauptner 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant UNION PUMP COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against de 

- 
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no 

against defendant UNION PUMP 
with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon 

Dated: 3\7 

f p h U # I O N  PUMP 

R h  

Michael Fm!lli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plainiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4958839~. 1 



HOAQLAND, LOMOO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT L&W 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFvVBRUN~WICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS M U  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANElTE BEAMER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of BRUCE B. BEAMER, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10268 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co , her r uests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law "$as and ul S 01012, dis,Aissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., ing no opposition thereto, 

07s claims against ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 

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

DATED: New B r u n m  NJ, A 

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

SO ORDERED: 

' WElT & LUXENBERG, LLP ' 1 
Attor AY ys for Plaintiff(s), 
Jeanette Beamer, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of Bruce B. Beamer 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

Honorable Sherry Klein eitler 

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll BY-MAST-26 



From: FAXmaker To: Shawnette Fluitt Esq Page: 2/2 Date: 3/5/2012 9:52:47 AM 

-against- Index No.: 116916/98 & 
108709/01 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defeodants CLEAVER-BROOKS, XNC. hereby request suminary 
-rzn*7mr .,." In - ,,, , -- - -  ______I .  

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CL C I S e r  2 12, prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 

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

without costs. 

Matthew MacIntyrqEsq. Iy 
Attraney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

Attorneys for Defendzct 

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

600 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http: /W.gf i .com 

http:/W.gfi.com


Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 106708/02 & 
1 16074/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pczrt 30 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

INC. with pre,judice. 

ORDERED, that upon notice ims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, IN dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
3 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

without costs. 

Weitz B: Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTicrnan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. 

(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190447/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

judgment in the above-entitled case, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

and Rules Section 3212, 

INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notic claims against 

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



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1905 10/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dd'cndants C1,EAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 1 L fpfBeog, 6. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defeqnnts, claims against 
P COUNJy CEC' :':: 

defendants CIXAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and t h h A g  are & B ~ G l & & ~ 8 & i t h  prejudice and 

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

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDEIIb;:II, ~ .. - . 

Iion. Sh 

MAR 0 72012 



X:/c1656123/2~~ul/ocTOBER 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
VICTOR TORINO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
______________________l_____________l__l------------------------- 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
PI ahtiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 107848/07 

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

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, INC., hereby requ sts summary 

judgincnt in thc above-cntitled casc. pursuant to Civil Practig Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CLEAVER '' \" B '$4, - 0 &&Bjudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, / MR "I! &a& 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all WiiX E.d&is&i~ffl@nst 

NEW YORK 
defendant CLEAVER BROOKS, INC., be and the same are hereby'dismissed with prejudki and 

without costs.- 

Erik Jacobs,Esq. \ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

E , J -'""- BROOKS, 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 New York, N Y  10003 

(21 2) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 2 
Hon. Sh 

MAR 0 72012 

;sa. 
INC., 



X : / ~ l b S S 9 7 6 . n e e a ~ O S J ~  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________________1111_11________________-""1------------------"-- X 
VALERIE LAUPHEIMER,Individually and as the 
Executrix of the Estate of DONALD RAUSCHER, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 113072/04 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

defendants CLEAVER BROOKS, INC. , be an 

and without costs. 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 103081/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby request summary judgment in 
g c .  p"'cpr -- 1 y E s i n g  

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and h k  
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE, INC with prejudice, an t 

opposition thereto, 

being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

John Crane, Inc. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212)313-3600 

SO ORDERED, A 
Hon. Sk iemlein-Hei t ler  

MAR O 72012 



X:/A TT49200.Ae~al/N0SJM 

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

X 
VALERIE LAUPHEIMERJndividually and as the 
Executrix of the Estate of DONALD RAUSCHER, 

"_____11_1"__1_____"_-------1------------_"-"-----------"""------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 113072/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. with prejudice, and there being 

' h  
-.> 

B F  no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def&dz$al~cli&s e c o  claims against 

defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hq8& f i ippsed  with prejudice and 
GI2 

without costs. 

1 

Audrey daphae1,ksq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 3 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New Y ork 10022 

7 I a Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, l.llth Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 113-3600 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



X:/A4-49394Jle~aUiVOSJM 

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

X 
VALERIE LAUPHEIMER,Individually and as the 
Executrix of the Estate of DONALD RAUSCHER, 

----------_---_f_-l_-----------------------------------"------"-" 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 113072/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/Ma UTICA BOILER hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint ag 

UTICA BOILER with prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL W a  UTIC 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for ECR INTERNATIONAL f/Wa 
UTICA BOILER 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 



- against I Index No.: 190047/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Layan$ Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ATLAS 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

defendant ATLAS TURNER, INC. be and the s 

without costs. 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

0 72012 



- against - Index No.: 190047/11 

iGiegorio, 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Esq. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract' c ~ ~ ~ d s ~ ~ ; S ~  3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CYAVER-B 0 prejudice, 
1 

and there being no opposition thereto, f 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen s a'gainst 

defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed vftFfMjudice and 

without costs. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

INC. 



- against - Index No.: 190047/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant f UL ' )OrgG with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
--? ?.F. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and 

without costs , 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



&/ATT4-0,5!JM 

SUPUME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
SANDRA ADAMS, Individually and as Administratrix 
To the Estate of WAYNEkDAMS, 

---"11-----1-1_----_.-____l--c--*--ll------""-------"~ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

P laintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 100959/03 

WHEREFORE, defendants A T U S  TuRlvER INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TUW.R INC with prejudice, and there being 
i k  

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

defendants A T U S  TURh!.R INC be and the s 

without costs, 

/ 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

<'  

a 

r 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 7'2012 



- against - Index No.: 190047/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant JOHN prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de d i f f ~ s  ynt cross claims agiinst 

defendant JOHN CRANE, INC. be and the same and without 

costs. 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg - .  
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 

J 



- against - Index No.: 190368/10 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN C 

opposition thereto, MAR 1 6 2012 
P 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendmtscw- #&&FA% against 
x ~ 4 

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

L 

Attorneys for John Crane, Inc. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

~ t t o r n e ~  W-31 
Levy, Philli Koni I I la 
800 Third Av 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



P1 aint i ff( s) , 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190368/10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, ENC. ,be and the s 

without costs. 

~ S ~ % " - - L @ Q L -  . .  
Attorneys for CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

_. 

SO ORDERED, 



. .- 

I 
I I 

1 v. 1 

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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18525/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X - _ _ _ _ _ " - - _ l _ _ " - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

a' I FILE- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

\ a  Frank Qrtiz, Esq. "k.3 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
"File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e d  K. He& 

MAR 0 72012 

c 
.. - 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __-l__---_---____--________l__l_l_______- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 8 1 1 /O 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ---l_---__--_”--l--__l_ll______l______rr- 

This Document Relates To: 

NQ OPPO$ITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Thomas J. Walsh 

1 
CLERK’S (;).FF& --- > x  - - 

1 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHEaERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

%” ’* 
i $0, Julie Evans, Esq. .. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East ^” - 42”d Street 

Y ork, New Y ork 1 00 1 7 

>r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

le No.: 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

I 4705119v.l 



I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - - - - - - - I - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

4 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. <<* T' Julie Evans, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC %<+ " ?* WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

SO ORDERED, 

v. I 



e 

Gary R. Terwilliger I . F I L E D  
MAR 1 6 2U12 

E 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, b y d  the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

->, &. Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 3 6  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Won. Sh 
SO ORDERED, 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

4705 106v. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J*) 

Index No: 1 13483/02 
1 0740 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Stephen A. Mandell . 

" -   FILED 
MAR 1 6 2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l - - -  X 
OUNV CLERKS OFFICE 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ant A % w E R T O N  COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

n 

' Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ad.. & a d  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

A . 7 1  Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r y k x a l e r  



.. .- 
I I 

1 

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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 191 02/02 
107 102/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Randall A. Kacer / NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - * - - - - - r - - - - - - "  X 
~ ~ - c l E R K ,  

WHEREFORE, dant kw$f%!&TER&N COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

r--05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4706525~.  I 



A 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No~,05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e y k  Heitler 

4 
I 

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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 8004/02 
107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___________ l l_ l_ l_____________ l r________-  

This Document Relates To: 

LawrenceD. Rookey ' ! F I L E D 
MAR 1 6 20i2 

WJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
h h V  YORK 

x - - - -  * * - - - - - - -  

i 
WHEREFORE, dant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

311olla. 

700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 

4707103~ I 

MAR 0 7 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

_ " - r _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ " - r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _  - _ _ - - _ _ _ - _  
NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 14999/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

John R. Frederick 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

MAR 1 6 2012 

x _ _ - l _ _ - - _ _ - l _ _ -  

" 13 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

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

w York 10017 
5 .OOOO 1 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4704889v.I 



SUPRT3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108356/00 
1 10577/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ " - - _ _ _ - _ _ - - _ - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

p 
Conrad G. Aubin 

NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4570887.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  
William P. Alloca 

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

Index No: 108356/00 
1 10564/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4570882.1 



' *  .. i 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ____"rrrr -_- - l - - - - - -_____________l__lrr l"  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Nathan Jack Filbert Woo 

m L  

$ 

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

Index No: 1 19375/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, d N COMPANY, hereby requests 
il Practice Law and Rules Section summary judgment in the 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A h .  CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %.A&:* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC ".\1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 20 t2 
4512452.1 



* I  

\ 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
____________"___ l_ -____ l__r l_ l___________  X 

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

Index No: 1 16263/00 

Carolyn Whyno 

WHEREFORE, defendant NY, hereby requests 
o Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

RTON COMPANY, 
summary judgment in the above-enti 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complai 
without prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notic 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON C 
prejudice and without costs. 

laims and cross claims against 
are hereby dismissed without 

Wk Dated: 

, < ,-?+-A 

**, k, Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC < *  

\, + 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4582451.1 
MAR 0 120t2 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110180/00 
117866/00 

124340/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__- -___" l_________cl l l_____r l___________-  X 

This Document Relates To: 

George Troester 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda 

defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and 
prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

,< -,A i Frank Ortiz, Esq. %**, 

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

O y  File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4582449.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, I.A.S. Part 30 
__-___r____________l____________l__l____------"-------------------- X (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates To: 

__l---r__"_l____________l__l_________r_l-----------~-----_----"---- 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Joseph P. McCort ORDER 
X ________"1_1_-----11_---------------I---------"-------------------- 

Index No.: 190286/11 

WHEREFOW, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. M a  BECHTEL 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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES NC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

b" 
I' 

P 

I 
4 

- -4 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

.-2- 

c 

Janine d. Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271 -0079 
(2 12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

~:ODMA/PCDOCSIWCSNY/S22690/1 



This document relates to: Index No.: 190421/2011 

COSMQ CASAREGOLA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

CARBORUNDUM CORPORATION, et al 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
CARBORUNDUM 
CORPORATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Industrial Holdings Corporation, fMa The Carborundum 
Corporation (hereinafter "CARBORUNDUM"),hereby rq$estp summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulpefi&3/$ E s s i n g  
plaintiffs complaint against defendant Industrial Holdings Corpor ion, / ai o ndum 
Corporation (hereinafter "CARBORUNDUM"), with prejudice, and there being no osition 
thereto, MA/? 1 6 2012 r 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 
defendant Industrial Holdings Corporation, fMa The 
"CARBORUNDUM"), be and the same are hereby 

Dated: O 3 . o d . l t  
Harrisoti, New York 

P. R~phael, Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONJGSBERG, LLP 
A ftorneys for Phiiirt$f 
800 Third Avenue, 13"' Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12)605-6200 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defmrlrrn f 
CARBORUNDUM CORPORATION 
500 Marnarotieck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212)661-1 IS1 

--_- 

MAR 0 72011 





NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTlON 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 

suinniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to vi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, L 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEE J R - ! p R f L p g p E  COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and 

s against defendant 

and without costs. 

Dated: dar r i son ,  New York 
OZ~Qr.ZQI2 

WElTZ &L LUXENBERG, 
A ttoniuys for  Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneysfilr Dejendaiit 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

MAR 0 72019 Honorable Shcrry Klein-Heitlcr 



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

Tndex No.: 126810/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

sumnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 32 12, .~ 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant K 1 ELE p$elp D L E K  COMPANY, 
L -  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be ~ t h ~ ~ s a m & ~ ~  dismissed with prejudice 

I; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenda 
MAR 1 6 2012 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(21 2)558-5500 COMPANY 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

New York, New York 10003 KEEL ER-DORR-OL I VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 72012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COh'lPANY 
X ________________-I______________________------------------------------ 

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

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

disniissing plaintiffs' complaint agaiiisl defendant & E L & I R & L E R D I L E K  .COMPANY, 

with prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto. 

I 
< -  

MAR 1 6 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend ims and cross-claims against defendant 

an#%# x@%$ dismissed with prejudicc 
CLERKS OFFICE 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be 

and without costs. 
0 3.0s. zo I z 

Datcd: Hamson, New York 

Attorii eys $1 r Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 

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

, - - - -  ... SO ORDERED: 

Roc Hgo Armand Jr. E& 
MARIN GOODMAN,LLP. 
Attorneys for Defertdant 

COMPANY 
500 Mainaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
I-larrison, New York 10528 

KEEL ER-DORR-OL I VER BOIL E R 

(212) 661-1151 



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 s f -1  f .  LE a r g e c t i o n  3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEEL&-DORR-OLIVER IL COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there bemg no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, st defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED: 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DE FENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plain tiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint against defendant KEELER-DORR- '$4 1V LIE &ANY: 
- .  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. MAR 1 6  2412 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clai 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the s m i  

qy&yJ$@y&+&&d all t 

eby N E W T  dismlsse with p r e u i c e  

arid without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
0 3 .  Or *W L 

Attorneys jiw De fendant 
New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORIt-OLIVER BOILER 
(2 12)558-5500 COMPANY 

SO0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

(212) 661-1 15 I 
- Harrison, New York 10528 

SO ORDERE 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitlcr 

MAR 0 7 2012 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEEL ER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOlLEK 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____________------_1___________________---------------------------~-- 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER W L f t  B E  EbxMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I '  
I 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the 

ims andMltffa-#l@n&jtpilIst defendant 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
03. o s * w Q #  

Attorneys, for Defendant 

COMPANY 
New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DURR-OLI VER BOILER 
(2 1 2) 5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

neck Avc, Suite 501 
w York 10528 

(212) 661-1 151 
SO ORDE 

I 

Honorable Shkrrprz' lein-Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _--------__------__-____________________------------------------------ 

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

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CiyJ Ppictice Law and Rules Section 3 2  12, 

disniissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELE 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and t 

and without costs. 
03 C=>s.WI2 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorrzeys for Defendunt 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
son, New York 10528 

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

661-1 151 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTlON AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

PI aintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, CL d. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x ________________________________t_______-------~---------------------- 

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

summary judgiiieiit in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 
S r  

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-6ORk IV R BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. - 'F/ 'L  E o  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all qiaims and & ~ - + p y a ~ i n s t  

cou, 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the$rne / ,  are ?$&Q&@ssed with p 

z- I EbV Y @ . p F / C E  
and without costs. 

Dated: Hg!rison, New York 
03. Q-. m / z  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P . C m l - d % f '  9 

r* 9 +* % 

** ,< Attorneys for Plairitiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

5- Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorrieys j o r  Dejertdatzt 

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

KEEL ER-D ORR-OL I VEX BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTlON AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOlLER 

Plaintiff, ,JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defcndant KEELER-DOKR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to CIV 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELEK- 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

O r @ M  PAN Y ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, bc and the 

and without costs 
03 0s - zs I 3  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Atturneys j o r  Ikfendunt 

New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORR-OL IVER BOILER 
(2 12)558-5500 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite S O  1 
~soii, New York 10528 
) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

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

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KE 

iyil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. , I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOTLER COMPANY, bc and 

and without costs. 

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

n / 

MARIN GOODMAN, L L P V  
Attorrteys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVliR BOILER 

6i- i  151 
SO ORDERED 

Honorable Sherry Kl&~Heitlcr 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER ROILEK 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEEL E R-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x _____I______________-------------------~---------------~-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defciidant KEELER-DORK-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c#gaclgi$s flainst defcndant 
L. P 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the 

and without costs. 
8 3 . 0 ? - 2 0 f - 2 -  

Dated: Harrison, New York 

S ed with prejudice 

Attorrieys for Deferidanl 
New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
(212)55X-SSOO COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

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

I.A.S. Part 30 

X _------____--___________________________------------------------------- 
WILSNACK 111, WALTER W. Index No.: 11 1909/2002 

107001 /2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

P 1 ai n t i ff, 

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 abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

di si71 i ss i ng plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER- 
! 

k 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. M R  t 6 21113 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl @#$@&fendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and thc same are hereby dismissed with p;qudice 

and without costs. 

,p 4 .~, -F *r* 

%** @-$ 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. '+ WETTZ 6r LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys j h r  Plaiitti_f;f' h%h 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defentlant 

(212)558-5500 COMPANY 
New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Maniaroneck Ave, Suitc 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: +-- Honorable Sherry -Heitler 

MAR 0 720121 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122434/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____"__"__________-ll__l_____llll______- 

This Document Relates To: 

Matthew Daniel Zurek 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CH 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defen 

ERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

f 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, MAR 1 6 &@ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be &d the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

4705139v.l 
MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _-I_________-__________l_l______________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 15 10/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X " - " - _ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTE O r  COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to x i f & t i &  f w $ R & S e c t i o n  

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTER ANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are- hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 31 b I& 

's, - v ,  Frank Ortiz, Esq. hl. , w m , * W - -  
"'% "b, Weitz & Luxenberg, PC *.;. 'I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

V. 1 
PlAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -___"_l_________________lll_____________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106507/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _________l_-l-------_______llll_________- 

This Document Relates To: 

Leland Kirk Webster Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defehdant A. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition ther 

ESTERTON COMPANY 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

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

ew York, New York 10017 
ile No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108982/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ - ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 4: 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ESTERTON COMPANY B t  

e 0 
ORDERED, that upon notice to a 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 

with prejudice and without costs. 
J 

P' *I 'Y <) j;. ~ *I&,,,,, 

L.Ljw<&JJ- LVdP ,+? * - 1  /'"''2, 
v 4-+*% - T  a% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Fiie No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

v. I 



Erotido Larrinaga 

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

Index No: 120433/0 1 
124 18 l/O 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
32 12, dismissing 

rejudice, and there 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHEST 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the sam 
without costs. " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t  hereb 

prejudice and 

Nm!\pQIM 

Dated: 

,-L+' 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

b, ""1, Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

--_ 
SO ORDERED, 

4368083.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 1 _ _ _ - - _ 1 _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ - - - I - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ - - - -  

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

Index No: 120430/01 
100157/02 

Joseph D. Festa 

- -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON 
being no opposition thereto, 

dice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same 
without costs. = Dated: 

'LSr.r*..%<.":, z 
-..,".. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. % 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC *, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

~~~~ 0 7 2012 
4367700.1 



Vincent Costa 

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

Index No: 11 1231/01 
12046210 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pracljce L Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTdN C s h w i e  p, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims &Rrobs&lU against defendant 
ithout prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same 

without costs. 

Dated: 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4367672.1 I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________I_____________lll___l_________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Jerry Chierchia 

, -  I 

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

Index No: 1 1 1230/0 1 
123078/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERT COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, CL &&st defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same d e  hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 

MAR 1 ti 2 8 2  

x Dated: 
U N V  CLERK'S OFFiCE 

NEW YOAK 

0 
*c. <./ F- 9 

L% %.4 ~~~~ &,,p.' h , d '  +\ 
#f--%;n* p.4 

**T, ;Lh' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W I T Z  & LUXENBERG PC ?** WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 

4367610.1 



I I I I 1 

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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108356/00 
1 10589/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - - - - 1 1 1 - 1 1 - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

George L. Ball Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to [ivil px e GRS;S~ 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant .W. H T T 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, / 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendan 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and t 
prejudice and without costs, 

?qVlK Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

@ Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She . Reitler 

4570900.1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 113567/02 

PAUL J. KARTIS, 
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, b 

+ +  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all d ' &s keelap against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi out costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 4 5  ,2012 
New York. New York 

Adam Dreksler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KfeiMeitler 

MAR 0 72012 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 126935/02 

FRITZ BUHRER, 
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, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with p q , f  p d  without costs 

to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
~. - 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 



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

X 

NYCAL 
WILLIAM J. GALLAGHER and FRANCES J. 
GALLAGHER, 

Index No. 07/104990 
Plaintiffs, 

-v- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Hopeman Brod '6 s, I d. g d o a n d  there being no opposition 

MAR 1 6 21012 thereto, 
E 

Ordered, that upon notice to all cfd%!&&# %!?B&&f$&ss claims against defendant 
c <. > &YORK 

Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. DARGER & EiiRaNTE ELP 

Brian F. Early, E 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 1001 7 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 986-2233 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 

MAR 0 ?20le' 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - _ _ “ _ _ _ - - - - - _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13277102 
1 19783/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

1 SUMMARY 

This Document Relates To: 

Roger J. Balducci ~ 

X 

WHEREFORE7 de MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after “MCCORD CORPORATION”), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

- )-\-I \\l 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

.._*-- Our File No.: 06507.00723 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR O 72012 
4907947~. 1 

2 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

I - F I L E D  Elbert M. Fulgham 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 
MAR 1 6 2012 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - I - l r . . - - - - - - - - r - l r r -  

-F COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defengnt MCC- @XDXPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 

CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after “MCCORD CORPORATION” ), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

w 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.CU 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4914088v.1 

McCORD CORPORATION 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

MA 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank C. Perry 

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

Index No: 120432/0 1 
1 0 1 OW02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHEST&\TON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, d E  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, '" ' ' all c I ai d!&o&ns against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are without prejudice and 
without costs. - Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

43681 18. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Dennis M. LaDue 

X 
MAR 1 6 2otz 

Q U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _  

WHEREFORE, defend *!%. C- COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled ca ;pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,28992 

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

-..- 

SO ORDERED, 

4915229~. 1 



Stanley Krameisen 

' F ILED f 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

W ORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
CARRIER COR 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter "CARRIER CORPORATION") hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

as successor in interest to BRYANT 

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

Dated: New York, New York - 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 

so ORDERED, 

212-490-3000 212-490-3000 
File No. 10557.00917 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4718845v.l 



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

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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

Index No: 190 1 1 5 4  1 

Richard G. Sadlowski and Mary Joan Sadlowski 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X l " " l l _ " l l _ l _ l l _ _ _ l l _ " " " ~ - - " - " ~ l ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE,de 4 nda ' CA u R g € ! & R A T I O N ,  incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER 
in Interest to Bryant Heating & Cooling 
hereby requests summary judgment in the 

&&des Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

CORPORATION, Individually, and as 
Systems, (herein after "CARRIER CO 
above-entitled case, pursuant o Civil Pra 
complaint against defendant &kkhk%w fhPATION without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, e 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

2 4 - t - L  

BenD he, sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File Number: 10557,00962 

L 
SO ORDERED, 

4766657~. 1 



J 

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

IN  RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - _ r _ _ _ - - - - _ " _ * l _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190382A 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _" - - - - -__*__ - - - - l_ *_______ l_ l____f______-  

This Document Relates To: 

Rebecca Ciero, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
Daniel Ciero, and Rebecca Ciero, Individually 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., 

WHEREFORE, 
s/Wa CONTROL COMPONE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

a n t m f i T x O L  COMPONENTS, INC., incorrectly 
NC., individually, and as successor in interest to Bailev 

Valve Co. (hereinafter WONTROL COMPONENTS, INC.") hereby request summa& 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, JNC, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-/7-/- 

;flL( 
--- ". Benjamifiarche, Esq. Erik C. iMarco, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSROWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC, 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York New York 10017 

00 
0.: 07640.00193 

SO ORDERED, 

4821016~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190087/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l ” _ r _ r - - - r - r - - - r - 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Nicholas Mincieli E 
1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

“CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenbe&& 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 10557.00952 

..”._ 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 
4773995v.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AT&T CORP. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant AT&T CORP., be and the same are here 

without costs. 

Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

D- 

New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05175.00287 

SO ORDERED, 

7 2012 
4026420~. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
___-______r_c_I-_-I__ll_ll___________l__- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190151/11 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_____r____l l -”_”__________________I I____-  X 

This Document Rela 

John Aliprantis and SUMMARY 

- r - r - - - - - l - - -  1 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a “American 
Biltrite, Inc., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” (herein after “AMERICAN 
BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants 
AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 10017 

File No. 13 139.000 13 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4900694~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ” - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190429/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - ” - - - ~ - - - ” - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Scott DeWitt IFQD JUDGMENT 

i‘p F= 

- -I - - - - - - - - - - - - ;%- -colJ&wcL&- - - - I - - - - - - - X 

B MAR 16 &t@ ORDER 

&E @OFF 
WHEREFORE, defen!%&%&Rd& CORPORATION, incorrectly s/Wa 

“CARRIER CORPOR ATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 

HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (hereinafter “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: F/ 2, 

New York, New York 10003 

File No.: 10557.01 106 

4904553v. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 I2012 
4637640.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

I F I L E D  , 

John Esposito 

1 

MAR 1 6 NIP ORDER 
x - - - - _ l l " _ - - - - l l - - - - - _ - c - - - - - - l - - - - - - - l l - -  

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defen .W. N€NEWD'RRTON COlWANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled ursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: 

I 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

w York, New York 10017 
$-File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4637641.1 



. . .. . 

This Document Relatys 2: 
I' FF I L E D 

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

Index No: 122307/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: 

I I 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 5- Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

MAR 0 722012 
4637643.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil ractice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

T WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHES 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42dd Street 
New York, New Y ork 100 1 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4637646.1 



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

Index No: 103057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 

4637647.1 



NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

John D. Graham SUMMARY 

fQ ORDER 
_ _ - - - " - - - - * _ - - - - $ _ - -  ? b :  $I.L-E-D _ - - -  - x  

ON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
ctice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
TON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 

judgment in the above-e 
plaintiffs' complaint ag 
being no opposition the 

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

Dated: 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



Francesco Grillo 

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

Index No: 105283/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, de C O W L  -NY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-enti e Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

... Our File No. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4637652.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Vincent J. Guido 

I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, de COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitle e Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New 
/A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

MAR 0 7 2012 
4637655.1 



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

Index No: 100822/02 

Charles F. Hendrickson 

. -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - _ _ _ - _ _ _ - 1 _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
actice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
TON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ross claims against defendant 
issed without prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be 

without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 

4637658.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

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

X - - - - r - - - - - _ r _ - r - - - - _ - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - -  

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and 
without costs. 

I1 claims and cross claims against defendant 
e p  cia without prejudice and 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126937/02 
105626/03 

Robert Joseph Blaso NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 

' Our File No. 05335.29006 

SO ORDERED, 

4915006v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

William Tagliaferri SUMMARY 

X - - - - - - . . - - - - - -  

. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
uant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

OMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
judgment in the above-e 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

qw4 *. *“Jlk;-Y’ 

\ 4  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC -L*$ 

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

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 

43681 53.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ - - - - 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - r 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 123563/01 

Orlyn Congdon - [FILED NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - 3 * " - - - - - - - - * - _  

WHEREFORE, defe A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4637574.1 

MAR 0 72012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __ l___ l__ -______- l___ l_______________ l__ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relat 

Robert F. Covert 

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

Index No: 10 1424/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-. 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew K. Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637582.1 



t 

This Document Relat To: 7 - F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

I I ' "  

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4637602.1 
MAR 0 72012 



4637608.1 

P 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

D 

X 

Frank S. Davino 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, TERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-e case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

_ I  Our File No. 05335.00001 
*",.. 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 

:- 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Anthony DeGennaro ( : F I L E D  
MAR 1 6 2U12 

k- 
t NEW YORK 
Le-. 

- - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - -t- ~ l X C L E R K S a F F 1 G E  - - - x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

463761 5.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________I____l__l___r___l_l__l__-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102692/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Alfmso Delarosa 

MAR t b ) L I L  ORDER 

NEW y 

m J ~ ~ ~ & , -  - - - - - - - - - X 
J 1  kiLI. 

WHEREFORE, ant A.W. &STERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

%fDz=- Dated: 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

MAR 0 72012 

4437435.1 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., I.A.S, Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GAR DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

b & o e m d  casqi pursuant to Civil DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Ju 
1/ . e h  

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissinRIAftal~tff$ol~mplaint against Defendant 
&e I 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, an 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a laims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P-fi ,2012 

Benjarn&%arche, Esq. Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 



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

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant RESILLO PRESS PAD COMPANY (hereinafter 

"RESILLO"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

RESILLO, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, RESILLO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs ta 

either party. 

OCJp Y- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

& MAHONEY, LT 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 

Index No.: 190447/11 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 2- '3 ,2012 

l A  I / 
BenjamiKhrche, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
(2 12)55&-5500 New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED. A 

%eitler H o n m y  KI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

d 1 

U.S.A., Inc., Individually and as Successor to Gulf Oil Corporation sMa Chevron U.S.A., Gulf 
Oil and Gulf Oil Limited Partnership and Texaco” and TF2MI-H LLC incorrectly sk la  “Texaco, 
Inc.” hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CHEVRON 
U.S.A. INC., incorrectly s/h/a “Chevron U.S.A., Inc., Individually and as Successor to Gulf Oil 
Corporation s/h/a Chevron U.S.A., Gulf Oil and Gulf Oil Limited Partnership and Texaco” and 
TRMI-H LLC incorrectly s/h/a “Texaco, Inc.” with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendants CHEVRON U S A .  INC., incorrectly sMa “Chevron U.S.A., Inc., 
Individually and as Successor to Gulf Oil Corporation s/h/a Chevron U.S.A., Gulf Oil and Gulf 
Oil Limited Partnership an Texaco” and TRMI-H LLC incorrectly s/h/a “Texaco, Inc.” be and 
the same are R e p y  d i s d e d  with prejudice and without 

, 

Maximilian Spreng and Anneliese S ren ’ . F I L E D  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFO ON U.S.A. INC,, incorrectly sMa “Chevron 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y., 10036 

LLC 
42”d Street 

New YorEyNew York 10017 
Our File No.: 01042.00305 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O M  CITY 
X - _ _ r r l r _ l _ " - _ - r r _ - " " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _ _ _ _ - - _ l _ - - - - r - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103498/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, de t A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4915334v.l 
MAR 0 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael W. Rickard ' F I L E D  : 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 1 768103 
124489102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F W  3 Esq. f l  1 *k I k 1 S  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.28572 

--.. 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -"-l-------_-___-_l_____l________l______- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 104382/03 

126934/02 

Edward C. Poulsen PO FILED 1 

MAR 1 6 2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ " ~ ~ C C E R K ' S  OFF= - - - X 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, de A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F p k W W & +  , 9. V J l ~ L h P t C I W ~ '  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.29394 .- . 

SO ORDERED, 

49 15302~.  1 
MAR 0 72012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ r _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X "l__l__r___-_-------_____l_l_____ll_ll__- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 12673 1 /02 
1 10269/02 

Paul M. Marquardt I '  - F I L E D  
MAR 1 ;ii 2biL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

UNTY CLERKS OFFICE ORDER 
- N E v w 3 R H -  - - x 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.27628 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-- 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - _ r - - _ - - _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X _______I________-__________l_l_______r__- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 120904/02 
1 13279/02 

\ F I L E D  Charles J. Mahfoud 

4 .  
P 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - -  - t  k ~ Q u c m , l s R Y ~ ~ ~ ~ r ! ~ ? E -  - x 
NEW YsRK 

WHEREFORE, de t A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I n  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.28023 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7'2012 
491 1999v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l--_____l-r_____--_l______l_____________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X " - - " _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l - r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ "  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 13279/02 
120902/02 

Thaddeus M. Kozlowski ! F I L E D  FL NO OPPOSITION 

MAR 1 6 Ntt 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

t' 

UNlY CLERK'S OFFICE ORDER 
- - _ l _ _ _ l - _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and the1 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a/& / ia 

Q&&" 
Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.28021 

EITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 
491 1965v.l 

. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ r _ _ _ l _ r _ _ r r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Daniel Howard 
i F I L E D  

MAR 1 t i  LuiL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126686/02 
1040 14/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.29323 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 72012 
4915218v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ " _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " r - _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

James W. Holecek 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104623/03 
126687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Fb&kM%&, Esq. /VI &h&C h- fd 1' 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.29182 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____ l_ - -_"_____r_ - -_ I__________________-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103523/03 
12668 1 /02 

Charles Funicello 

[ ' F ILED 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I -  
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " - - - - _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
@Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
ON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 

3 MAR 1 % v& 
WHEREFORE, defe 

judgment in the above-entitled 
plaintiffs' complaint against d 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l w i k & m w s q .  f l J 4 l A d .  w l b  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

.-New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.291 17 

SO ORDERED, 

% 

4915 179v. 1 

MAR 0 7'2812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --_________“l-----l-___________________I- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert Flaherty 

. -  I .. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1040 1 1 /03 
126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X , - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant 
judgment in the above-entitled cas 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defen 
being no opposition thereto, 

. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
e Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
m M P A N Y ,  without prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-&&&, z&#@ims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA eby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. W16E 

Dated: New York, New York 

f loz - -  F W  . I ltfLwllrRt( bwc 1l I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New Y ork, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.29320 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR O 720121 

4915170v.1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - " _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas Feshoh 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104638/03 
126687/02 
1 10744/06 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u s and cross claims against defendant 
dismissed without prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

4915 153v.l 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New Yark, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.32230 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

---_. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She& K. a i t l e r  

MAR 0 7 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___ l l_______r______ l_______ l__r_________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Fritz Buhrer 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104189/03 
12693 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.29210 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

491501 1 V . l  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12 127/02 
107 169/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Conrad F. Wahl IFFILED 
WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 

Wire & Cable 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 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. --%+$ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \> 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MOSKOWITZ, 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4909670v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - - - - - _ - - _ _ _ r - _ - - - - - - - - " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1046 10/03 
126687/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ r _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

James G. Perrini 

!FILED 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

MR 1 a ORDER 
X - - - - 1 " - - - - - 1 - " 1 1 - - -  

I - - . . - - r - - - r - - - - - - -  
u r n  CLERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, t l#f8&Yfd% INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., her ests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4914199v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__________ l___- -___ l l______________ l__r_ -  x 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 148/03 
126935/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ " _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Vincent V. Panzarino NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

+&& 4- - - - - - - - I - - - X 
c *.(rlL 

WHEREFORE m , w $ & a s  successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., he t!%kkmjuJd nt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Hon. Sherrk K. fleitler 

4914195v.l MAR 0 72012 



4 

I WHEmFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable 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 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Dated: New York, New York 
w -  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

No, 07536.00001 
SO ORDERED, 

i 

Thomas Feshoh 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

4914 191v. 1 

Index No: 1 0463 8/03 
126687/02 
1 10744/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______-___-____________________________I- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Renato Joseph Chides 'F ILED 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 184/03 
12693 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable 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 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4914187v.1 
MAR 0 72012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r _ _ " - - _ l " - - - - - _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Paul Kartis Sr. 

Index No: 1 13567702 
1273 12/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

L JUDGMENT f 
WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 

Wire & Cable 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 
ERTCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \+; 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 7% 'I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4909668v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123161/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___l"________l_______l l___________l lr___-  

This Document Relates To: 

 FILED L 
Horace Leo Cayen 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

f MAR 1 8  M2 ORDER 
XI _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * I - - -  

CLERKS OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defen C!!&##%k., as successor in interest to Anaconda 

Wire & Cable 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 
ENCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

\f 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. % 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

# 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
Our-File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4909661v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l " _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r ~ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114562/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l_rrr_----_l_________l___________ll_____- 

This Document Relates To: 

Robert A. Baiocco Sr. / ! F I L E D  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFKDER 

X _ _ r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defe ccessor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable 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 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our -- File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4909646v.l 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _"------_-_____l----_____lr_______ll_l__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert G. Andersen ( : F I L E D  
MAR 1 6 2iriZ 3 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as succ SS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124445/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summaryjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

-Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 7 2012 

4909621v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate of 
JAMES J. WOODS, 

X ________________________________________---------------------------- 
NYCAL, 

Index No.: 07/107446 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER ON BEHALF 
DEFENDANT PHELPS DODGE 
INDUSTRIES, INC. 

___---_--_____________________lt________---------------~------------ X 

I 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs cornplaint and all amendments to the complaint against Phelps 

Dodge Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, i l  k & n d B s s  c l a k s  
If 

against Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. be, and the same are, hereby &&is+$ w d r j u d i c e  and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
4 dw ,2012 

By: 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lfh Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. 
7 Times Square 

(212) 6056200 

SO ORDERED: 



u .  t .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY 

___-_______-_____I_-______________l____l-----"-------------"--- X Index No. 190080/20 1 1 
This Document Relates To: 

JOAN DONDERO, 

_"_-_____L_-fll_----_-----r--------"----------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- - .  
ALCOA BUILDING PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
Including AMERICAN INVSCO COW, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Invsco Corporatior$ hereby re uests s hR 1r 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Invsc 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant American Invsco Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
February=, 20 12 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

(212) 506-1700 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 0 12012 



- - * .  . *  , -  

JOAN DONDERO, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- 

ALCOA BUILDING PRODUCTS, INC., et aL, 
Including AMERICAN INVSCO COW. 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Invsco 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Americ* Invsco ~ r ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~  prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

9 
4- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant American Invsco Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
February&, 20 12 

OWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
Mark G, Strauss 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 
(212) 506-1700 

mM 0 12012 
I h n .  Sherry Klein Reitler 


