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I 

I 

Index No.: 190082/12 
I 
I 

I 
I 

CHUN HING LEE, 
Plaintiff(s), I 

-agElinst- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al., 

I Defendmt{s). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc. with prejudice, and there be' no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic to Legflall claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same are wf@$jsa33ed with prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YOHK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attarneys far Defendants 
MCGIVNEY & n U G E I \  P.C. 
Taco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York New York 10004 

Chun EIing Lee 
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

{N0131381-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 120430/01, 
j 

; NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI AND MARY 
BARTOLOMUCCI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 
g 2112 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be d&hg same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York $?/ ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bartolomucci, Richard J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1  1231/01, 120471/01 

RUDOLPH BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the!&?&. hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
2012 

costs. 

,2012 

, -!. 

Ja&e B. Coober, J&q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Bibow, Rudolph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(212) 509-3456 

f lbR 8 ’  m17 
SO ORDERED, 

f .  f$&Q td: /I 
;u’ 

,*)I * 
2082-8822 



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

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

j Index No.: 120392/01, 104106/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE AND ELISE C. BLAKE, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice% s, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and 

costs. 

, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs k d  

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

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

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

MhR 2 1  ?fl1? 
Hon. herry Klein Heitler 

-- 1 ’* ;;ia / 4 
2082-8856 

SO ORDERED, ; 
) ‘ i  

&\‘* 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j Index No.: 120388/01, 106318/02 

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

Defendants. i 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 
Y 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen Mbkaq& @klaims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Bobrowich, Stephen 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(2 I2  j 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
* k l b  8L 

2082-8844 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120394/01, 105777/02 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, Individually and ! 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES BRENNAN, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

PI ai nti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwel rejudice in this action, and there 

u -  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ck%fen 2%20'2 ants, a 11 c 1 aims and cross claims against 

YOW defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the !&&~&g?fbFMismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTV 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 3.fiis.l*. 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

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



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THERESA AGONEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMlNISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY AND THERESA 
AGONEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100724/03 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME IT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint agai d f e ant E f w d  Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E q u i ~ ~ # ~ ~ ~ ~ & R e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs * I  Attorney for Defendant > 

Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Lawrence W. Agoney 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York I0004 I0003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hlitler 

324-7317 . 
w h n  Q 1 7QIF 

{N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S‘TA‘I’E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO AND ASSUNTO 
AMATO, 

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

j Index No.: 120430/01, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

?. I I 

;b,P L - 
1122-7020 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO AND ASSUNTO 
AMATO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

Index No.: 120430/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c E v s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and th'e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 M ~ R  9, 1 

Treadwell Corporation Amato, Michael J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

7n13 

Did.* /-- 
~ Rcvd E A  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I235405A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK _ _  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO AND ASSUNTO 
AMATO, 

j Index No.: 120430/01, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION ANI) ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne ork, New York BILqj, ,2012 

- K - >+- 
n. i iorney Ior Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs +!, Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

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

Amato, Michael J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

5500 MAR 2 I INZ (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, & @* / fioo 
swfl -  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-245895 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 120430/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO AND ASSUNTO 
AMATO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same F P ’ t  d p i s B  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 *- Attorney for Defendant 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

r ’  .. $. .__ 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Amato, Michael J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

2571-803A 



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

1 

I NYCAL 
I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

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

I 

I Index No,: 101 162/99 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ALOISIUS J. OCZEK AND CHARLOTTE 
OCZEK, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby q u e s t s  

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to F+ebds, a l a i m s  and cross claims against 

e same are hereby dismissed with WRbWl@ defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Comp 

preiudice and without costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

1 & b L - k  Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. c/-q/?c 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Aloisius J. Oczek and Charlotte Oczek 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

whg 2 1 mz 
SO ORDERED, D @ b  /A & ay+ * w 2 4 - 4 7 1 0  

{NO1 30652-1 } 



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

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

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 101 162/99 
ALOISIUS J. OCZEK AND CHARLOTTE I 

OCZEK, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

I 

I 

I 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC., et al,, 
I 
I 
I 
1 

- .  

Defendant( s) . - .- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to &ll$$e&$ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEW YORK 

without costs. COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

- 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc, 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Aloisius J. Oczek and Charlotte Oczek 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 MAR 2 1 ZOIZ 
SO ORDERED, , @. 4 

c \”& 

722-1272 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 MAR 2 1 ZOIZ 
SO ORDERED, , @. 4 

c \”& 

722-1272 

{NO1 3065 1 -I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

{NO 130478-1 } I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALOISIUS J. OCZEK AND CHARLOTTE 
OCZEK, I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

I Index No.: 10 1 162/99 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

-against - I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant( s) . I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 1 1 o- e efe eD1 claims and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

N E #  YOHt( 
c ~ ~ ~ ~ - i y  I;LL~~KS UFFlCE 

Dated: New York. New York 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Aloisius J. Oczek and Charlotte Oczek 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-23105 



II 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
' NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

FLOYD E. RASTELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE COMPANY, et nl. 

Defendants. 

IndexNo.: 190107/11. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic , all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York COUNn CLERK'S qrc ,2012 

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

RASTELLI, FLOYD L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WClTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

ui a. / *  

I 122-23808 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107457/02 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO AND PATRICIA 
MANCUSO, 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORlDER A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I 

J 
Defendant(s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being na 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2012 

without costs. 

bkW YOilK 
COUNTY CLWK'S OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 

,2012 

4 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph A. Mancuso and Patricia Mancwo 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

F\p$2 1 m'? (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, $p&* / *  

6 4  
gfi&;2-19098 

(NO 130409- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 107457/02 
I JOSEPH A. MANCUSO AND PATRICIA 
I 

I 
MANCUSO, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

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

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Defendant(s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

F I L E D  being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cor& Ab'&? 1 a&%d the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Same I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph A. Mancuso and Patricia Mancuso 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

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

j Index No.: 190008/12, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTOS ASSENZIO AND ANNATOLIA 
ASSENZTO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

~ 

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

Defendants. i 

~ 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

~ 

without costs. 

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

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

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

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and I= he sam I !%eErepdjsmissed with prejudice and 

MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 
&&pf /r ,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

&-- 
Attorney for Defendant I Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aurora Pump Company ASSENZIO, SANTOS 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

Hbq 9 1  m 
. o  / A  

SO ORDERED, 
- 7  



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTOS ASSENZIO AND ANNATOLIA 
ASSENZIO, 

j Index No.: 190008/12, 
I 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with 

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

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

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of sstbl&e E t&ne. are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 29  2012 

I 
/Jk,2012 NEW YQRK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

s @hh* 
Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ASSENZIO, SANTOS 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 VbR ?"I 7M7. 

a 99 ,-q, J ' I  / 
fl r-, ' 

3KH 
2572-90 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD J. BRENNAN AND DOMENICA 
BRENNAN, 

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

Index No.: 19025611 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defei&.int, Karnak Corporation, be and th-2 &2@reby dismissed with prejudice and 

3 Attorney Carol Ternpesta, for Defendant Esq. 

Karnak Corporation Brennan, Harold J. 

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

,~ Attorney far Plaintiffs 

M c G r w Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO126 155- I ) 

http://defei&.int


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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 3 2 7 ~ 0 2 ,  1 19504/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, MAR 29 2012 

A 

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

SO ORDERED, - 

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



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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107457/02 

I 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO AND PATRICIA 
MANCUSO, I 

Plaintiqs), I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC, et al., 
I 
I 

I 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORIZ, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice tb; j l  b-llefe&tOl claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C 

prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are hereby dismissed with 
~~~~~ 

heLV VCI-rK 
COUN-TY CLEW?S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
- ,2012 

- A?//W I7D) z 
~ ~ m o e \  f lC i+ i t t ,  &', 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph A. Mancuso and Patricia Mancuso 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

{N0130397-1} 



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

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

; Index No.: 1 19396/00, 100281/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. DES CHENES AND LAURA DES 
CHENES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentil o # s, nc., 6 ths ; ) jud ice  in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be a ! % Q W B & f ~ ~ 6 m i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Des Chenes, Robert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

2082-10490 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. DES CHENES AND LAURA DES 
CHENES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 119396/00, 100281/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against g Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

2 p f ?  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- e en ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New 
,2012 

i, L " -  ' 

. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER. P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Des Chenes, Robert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22467C 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. DES CHENES AND LAURA DES 
CHENES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 119396/00, 100281/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., E t  J p r b d i E i n Q s .  action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f m w  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

costs. 

Dated: New3-- y e w  York 
, 2012 

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

Des Chenes, Robert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon%l&-y i?h!in Heitler 



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

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

; Index No.: I25260/02 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RACHELLE BLANK, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of RALPH 
BLANK, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 

Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, MAR 28 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendNf@&w&ims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

without costs. 

,2012 

rn 7 Attorney for Defendant ok, Esq. Attorney ZYUL for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Blank, Ralph 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 558-5500 



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

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

j Index No.: 125335/00, 101757/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. BUNDY, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. j 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courte tepv prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

,2012 

A dtorney for Defendant 
Court&& Company, ~ n c .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ' a  v 

Bundy, John J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j lndex No.: 125335/00, 101757/00 

ASBESTOS LlTlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. BUNDY, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c w @ a t l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
firnYCIRK 

CoUN7Y CLERK’S O ~ J C E  

,2012 

r e*F,,,n*..y- Roy Schwartd 6sq. 
%, 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs .%\+% 

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

Bundy, John J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-18304 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. BUNDY, 

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

; Index No.: 125335/00, 101757/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 
- - -  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d q g g d q  a $ claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

, . $a!!: 

' J l  LL''y'r)ny 
I , '  i .  * " ; '  

Dated: New ~$II$~T York 
,2012 

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

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

2082-1 0476 A* 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THISDOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. BUNDY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 125335/007 101757/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same &&Jlp&pjp#6missed with prejudice and without 

e Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Bundy, John J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

l 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-1193 



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

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

j Index No. : 1 193 87/00, 1 0002 1 /O 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY A. BURTON, JR. AND BEVERLY J. 
BURTON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTlON AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th&dWYWhereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLUIK'S OFFICE 

Dated: NewLy?,IgN?v, York 
2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Burton, Harry A., Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, PIAR 2 1. 201? 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 119387/00, 100021/01 

HARRY A. BURTON, JR. AND BEVERLY J. 
BURTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, F ith 1 re j L c &  Q action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 
and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby CLy'S ismis !?@&th -prejudice and 
N d M ! % ? K  ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a 

without costs. 

Dated: NeTTl+k;,)Jew York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Burton, Harry A., Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon, Sherry Kleii Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 119387/00, 100021/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY A. BURTON, JR. and BEVERLY J. 
BURTON, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 
- ~~ 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practic w and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prej !9c& t o a c t i o n ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l & - d e i ~ p $  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfahco Inc., be and the same are hereby dis#&@&ith prejudice and without 
ulv7-Y CLERQ 

costs. 

,2012 

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

Burton, Harry A., Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED G. CORDES AND CATHERINE 
CORDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 19826/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be an&!!# +&6k?& hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne;ff+hk:)4ew York 
,2012 

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

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

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED G. CORDES AND CATHERINE 
CORDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 19826/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Treadw prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to &&&f*ants, all claims and cross claims against 
2 

defendant, Treadwell Corporatio are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

**'"p- Roy Schwartz, Esq. -+L* \ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "9. 
Treadwell Corporation Cordes, Fred G. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

: 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 2 W  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 103058/02, 

SHIRLEY WOOD, Individually and as 
Administratirix for the Estate of RICHARD A. 
WOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, \ L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 ki~-c&fws, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 
I ,& YUdK 

,- ,i; trJ-pi CLEi:iicfj OFFICE 

,2012 
F',.  

-%h 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 





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

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

j Index No.: 1 169 16/98, 108709/0 I 

ASRES'IOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT AVESATO AND FLORENCE 
AVESATO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to aFo- le&& a a l a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th grtmfreby dismissed with prejudice and 

- *  
'ii _ -  

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

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

"I. . b * &Did:.----' Sh1-\ .I 1 l U W 3  

1122-23909 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 116916/98,108709/01 

VINCENT AVESATO AND FLORENCE 
AVESATO, 

i NO OPYOSITlON 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s u  a@&!$ky dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. N@# VORK cou~n CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Treadwell Corporation Avesato, Vincent 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Hcitkr, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 169 16/98, 108709/0 1 

VINCENT AVESATO AND FLORENCE 
AVESATO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same sU)lAwr@g a u i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

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

* < I.-," 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Avesato, Vincent 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 



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

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

j Index No.: 103372/99,029874/92 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT and JEFFREY 
JOHN BARRETT, as Co-Executors fbr the Estate 
of JOHN A. BARRETT and the Estate of DORRIS [ NO OPPOSITION 
BARRETT, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

F \ L E D  and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants claims and cross claims against 
MAR Z9d12 

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

without costs. 
" . . "  

Dated: New Yo k, w York \qh? ,2012 

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

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

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

SO ORDEED, MAR 9.1 70" 
1122-10573 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT and JEFFREY 
JOHN BARRETT, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of JOHN A. BARRETT and the Estate of DORRIS 
BARRETT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 103372/99,029874/92 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, ‘Treadwell CekiLZ p&e in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 zul2 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants a1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and &@U&%f%!re y ismissed with prejudice and 
t&w Y d  1s PFFJCE 

without costs. 

Dated: New YorM, Nqw York 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Barrett, John A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT and JEFFREY 
JOHN BARRETT, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of JOHN A. BARRETT and THE ESTATE OF 
DORRIS BARRETT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 103372/99,029874/92 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 
gl12 

defendant, Kentile Floors, inc., be and the same %%by dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 
($57, ,2012 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LIl’IGATION 
- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT and JEFFREY 
JOHN BARRETT, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of JOHN A. BARRETT and THE ESTATE OF 
DORRIS BARRETT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 103372/99,029874/92 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco I F 9 , ~ ~ ~ t h i s  action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

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

costs. 

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

Barrett, John A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD G. STRADER AND SYLVIA A. 
STRADER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et a/. 

Defendants. j 

Index No. : 1 06964/02, 1 12 12 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & f q ~ I ~ ~ u d i c e  in this action, 
I 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

J# $3 2 w  ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend a claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same ar ~~~~ with prejudice and 
COW 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F.&-zs ,2012 

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

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

m c . 4 i  

1122-5734 



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

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

i Index No.: 106964/02, 1 I 2 12 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD G. STRADER AND SYLVIA A. 
STRADER, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

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

t A R  29 2012 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
jc4+s ,2012 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

!P 
1235-5257 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 103443/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

#Aft. 29 "!\ defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby ismissed wit prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: N e y r &  /Jew, :;;"2 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Vincent, Ralph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, VAp 3.1 71112 

j: 2--Jd 
2082-9312 



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

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

i Index No.: 122698/0 1, 

i 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE, 
JR., j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., w' p y u e ice p m o n ,  and there being 

no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29.2012 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are  dice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New o k, New York 3 / h  ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wallace, John F. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

pbn 0 1 ml? SO ORDERED, 

, , Q "  - 2 4  
2082-9247 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY WILLIS AND BARBAM M. WILLIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106695/02, 

NO OPPOSITION, 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ml$g@@ cross claims against 

defendmt, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereb di 

without costs. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

sed with prejudice and 
NE& Y&W 

,2012 

Attorney far Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. WILLIS, HENRY 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Yorlc 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

- 7 G  SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFEB TO: 

THOMAS MICHAEL WIMMER AND DONNA 
WLMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAJ, 
LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105871/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OWER 

A. C. & S., LNC., et at. 

Defendants. j 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liq f ti p g C, orp p w ' u d i c e  in this action, 
- 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant a&@L cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are btEt%y@3&ssed with prejudice and 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

without costs. 

' 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

WIMMER, THOMAS MICHAEL 

- - ... 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-255061 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON and LINDA P. 
RICHARDS ON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 123299/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c Ee f lbd \ l*s ,E  as and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are &f&$imsed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk ew York ?&p“ ,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richardson, Floyd C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
vbp 9 7 3fi” 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
M RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

Index No,: 116797/07, 106706/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT lZEFERS TO: 

CHARLES F. RYBACKI and JOAN RYBACKI, i 114857/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDETUED, that upon notice to all co-d cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the sam+#RQ@bmrnissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
RYBACKX, CHARLES F. 
WEITZ & LWXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
MCGIVNEY & QIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
Ncw York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO OXIDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETTE & RONALD 
GILLETTE, as Co-Personal Representatives for 
the Estate of JOHN M. ROSH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102 168/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no oppo p.pp.E D-  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c * s and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
MAR 29 dr 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York -.i.'I ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rosh, John M. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

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

e-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102 168/02, 

i 
/ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PATRICIA A. GILLETTE & RONALD 
GILLETTE, as Co-Personal Representatives for 
the Estate of JOHN M. ROSH, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to F c # e h d 6 ,  D c l a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same fik%g%@rnissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/ I  
I 

Jar& B. Coopkr, Es~. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rosh, John M, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

” , . d * d  2082-9301 



S U P K M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA MOOTSEY, Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ALVIN J. SCHADE and RITA 
SCHADE, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 123415/01, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to F c l - d e z s , B  claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

I /--I .-A 

J&B. COOP&, E S ~ .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schade, Alvin J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, M? 3,12012 

,A: /', 2082-9261 



. ... 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124441/02, 

LOUIS SILBERT AND ELAINE SILBERT, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSTTTOIV 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard ’Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no oppositiaii thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t F H \ o L e & n l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment @ bm2he same are hereby dismissed with 

R O Y  S,ffiflqq. Attorney T PnFi;lHii Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yarlc, New York 10004 

SOERT, LOUIS 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

F1A.R 2 1 201’t 324-7245AI 



SUPREMI? COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS SILBERT AND ELAINE SILBERT, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

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

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

Index No. : 12444 1 /02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and tliere being no opposition thereto, F I e E D 
ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co- dants all claims and cross claims against 

2012 
&fPndnnt Tishrnan Liauidatinrz Corp., be and the same are hercby dismissed with prejudice and 

'. f i n 1  ,. ,-. NEW - YoRK 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York q!? ,2012 

SILBERT, LOUIS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

f 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

! 

2383-2540241 
i ;  0 7 7 M  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107004/02, 1 15 1 73/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the %y dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sitarek, Leonard P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

/ Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 7n13 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107004/02, 1 15 173/02 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2012 

without costs. 
NEW YORK 

CouN’lY CLERKS OFFICE + 

Dated: New York, New York 
F 4 , z q  ,2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 124120/01, 

WILLIAM J. SMITH and LUELLA I. SMITH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
Fb De nd L s. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Ke#& ~l~lfnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to C i * m e f i k  Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., w t ejudice in this action, and there being 
CoUNTy 'LE'RRS 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and t h e E J a r L r  issed with prejudice and without 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Smith, William J. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

,a--/?, 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD L. STIEGLER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all p l n e s e  @s and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 29 ~~~~ 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

St&en Balson-&hen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard L. Stiegler 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-722 1 

(NO1 28123-1 ) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 122792/01, 

RITA PASCOE, Individually and CRAIG PASCOE ! 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
THOMAS PASCOE, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to p o p k d 6 ,  @aims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereb 

costs. 

missed with prejudice and without 
MAR 29 %Iff 

NEW YORK 
c o u ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

,2012 

J k i e  B. Coocper, Esq. 
AttoGey for Defendant 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
121 2) 509-3456 

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

/ Kentile Floors, Inc. 

H o n X r r y  jeitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES R. PELUSO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of ROCCO L. PELUSO, JR, and JANE M. 
PELUSO, Individually, 

P hint i ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105625102, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d M a &  a ) ~ l a i r n s  and cross claims against 

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

without casts. 

. .. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 

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

PELUSO, Rocco L., JR. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 00 
13 33 

I " 11 9 '3 '1 c. 
$ , , i t ( '  

3 SO ORDERED, 
'r -- 

2383-25398 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE POMPOSELLO, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of LEONARD POMPOSELLO, and 
CATHERINE POMPOSELLO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 110859/02, 106508/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant? Tishman Liquidating Cop, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice i&is action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2012 

without costs. 

Dated: New 3tg go 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. POMPOSEUO, LEONARD 
M c G r n ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL PRINGLE, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JAMES J. PRINGLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102509/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d d t all g r d  cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Dated: New 
,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hoi 

2082-9303 

--t I 9td: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH AND LOIS RICH, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10593 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same ar CF her I y L g e R t h  prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L.- 2012 

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

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERICS OFFICE 

1 

Y L - f - J  L/ \ A  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Henry Rich and 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 n , New York, New York 10003 

a SO ORDERED, 

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

2571-1757 

{ NO042 I 73-1 } 



- .  . . - . .. . . . . . .,.-- , . 

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

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

j Index No.: 103869/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILLIP A. RETAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s 9 L e e i s n e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New r , N w York 3rb  r ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

A I V*l* 

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

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 105389/02, 

CHRISTINE A. MCDONALD, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES W. MCDONALD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o F e # a k ,  ElB and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the s re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
29 2012 

without costs. 

Dated: N e w q h  3"" York 
,2012 

NEW YORK 
CQUN'TY CLERK'S OFFICE ~ 

I * * -  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McDonald, James W. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 3500 

\A I?iR 1, 
/> SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
4 4  "i 

*. 'CtJ 
L '  ' 
+i+ 1122-2122 



(Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 108714/01, 
WARREN H. MCNALLY and CLAIRE MCNALLY. 

I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

I 
ADIENCEBMI IN CARE OF SPECIAL CLAIMS 
SERVICES, IN, et al. 

i I 
I 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

F_ D 

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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORJ3ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
--.A 

~ ~ $ 2 9 ,  UTL di 
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are ere y smissed with prejudice and 

I 
l 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGMEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
MCNALLY, WARREN H. 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

c** 

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

1 
SO ORDEED, h b ? P  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN F. NICHOLAS AND LINDA MARIE 
NICHOLAS7 

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

j Index No.: 101247/02, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floor ~ I ~ , ~ ~ I @  in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- e endants, all claims and cross claims against 
pp 29 In'' 

Ev\r YORK 
defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same ar#eE@Mfi&f&'with prejudice and without 

COUN 
costs, 

Dated: New k, ew York 
?qbl ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nicholas, John F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
\ Index No.: 1025W02, 

ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually and Executrix for j 
the Estate of FELIX OJEDA, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coh%&@n31211 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same q.qggtey&&ismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New YstlT$ York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

g:fi- 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-9302 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate of j 
DAVID L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA LYNCH, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 100580/02, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- fen 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lynch, David L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR 2 1 2012 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

" l U 4  * disc: -2 
_ . - *  

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20525 



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

j I.AS. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ Defendants. [ 

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

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

Index No.: 100580/02, 

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

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DAVID L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA LYNCH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, b an dl t L s a a e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 
Dated: New Yolk. Nkw York 

NEW YORK 2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, p n '  7nre 

3 
1235-20016 



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

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

j Index No.: 107 102/02, 1 191 04/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT GUIDAL AND GERALDINE 
GUIDAL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti E t o l a l L - g n Q t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the sm~ 29 my dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 128019/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS AND CAROLYN 
G. DUPLESSIS, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT ~ 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon n o F  t\ ako@@ts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., b and the same are hereby dismissed with 
MAR 29 d? 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k e York 3ff.r" 2012 

+ R L - L  Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10 

James Joseph Duplessis and Carolyn G Duplessis 
WhITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-72561 

WAR 9 1 2012 
(N0128123-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
FRED M. EARL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3 .) 

Index No.: 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notic 6 81 hg!?::ll claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equiprnem/@o2!bJ% the same are hereby dismissed with 

'Steven Balson-kohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLTJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fred M. Earl 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-72565 

{ N0128123-1} 



- .... .. . . . - 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIEL EDWARDS, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon n o t T  t A a l b -  &-nQts ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipme MjR t C 2 9 # \ b d  the same are hereby dismissed with 

1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Doriel Edwards 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

WL-k Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-1233P 

{ N0128123-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE R. FOX AND MADELEINE FOX, 

PI ai nt i ffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 10003 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon not% t d a l b - & & . ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equip wfi (&,&2and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

3///y/ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George R.Fox and Madeleine Fox 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

) ? & h & d w k  Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-I} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY AND KATHLEEN 
Index No.: 107102/02, 119088/02 

I 
I 
I 

GOOLEY, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I 

I 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courta & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all efendants, all claims and cross claims against MAR 2QM 
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y O W  

Dated: New York, New York 
= 1 - , 2 0 0 ,  

Schwartz, Esq. 
CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William T. Gooley and Kathleen Gooley 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5593 

MAR 2 1 2012 



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

I 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

I Index No.: 107 102/02,119088/02 
WILLIAM T. GOOLEY AND KATHLEEN 
GOOLEY, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 

-against- 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s) , I I 

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

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

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

d m  thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p F  n & i c L  Bc!%,fendants,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hs@&%rne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, V M  &F\CE ,‘rt-i;Lk7*S G 
1 \:i\Y c c? * 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-29 ,20142 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William T. Gooley and Kathleen Gooley 
700 Broadway 

(2 1 

1235-5116 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0114927-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 119673/00 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER 
ZABLOSKI, \ NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

the above entitled case, pursu t to k i LrkkEa, and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentil#&eB pa#a with prejudice in this action, and there being 

NEW YORK no opposition thereto, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

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

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

costs. 

/ L ! & h ’ P & V L C I  GF 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zabloski, Alexander 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

’/” SO ORDERED, 
L J  



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

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

; Index No.: 100402/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE G .  CALLAHAN, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DOMINIC D'ANGELO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment &, 88 a & h e  same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Dominic D'Angelo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 128 123-1 } 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STAI’E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN KE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LI?’IGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID DAVIDSON AND DOROTHY 
DAVIDSON, 

Phi  n t i ffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there bein 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial EquiprneA&ffo2 $)&&I the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
I COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Dated: New o k e York \3//4[, 2012 

teven Balson- ohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
David Davidson and Dorothy Davidson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

+ p L - L  
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S w  

324*8 

(N0128123-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 127888/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID DAVIDSON AND DOROTHY 
DAVIDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon not' F t 9 a1 L co- E e n m s ;  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are her by dismissed with prejudice and without 
MAR 29 2 d  

costs. 

c 

f l L U l f * (  -@PAC 
Attorney for P r aintiffs 
David Davidson and Dorothy Davidson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



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

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

j Index No.: 127886/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VERNON DEPRIEST, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notic Yl @d&n, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co b 

prejudice and without costs. 

d the same are hereby dismissed with 
MAR 29 Im 

NEW ~ o * ~ o ~ F \ G €  
Dated: Ney?id@/ew York CLERK 

)&W-L@&- 

,2012 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLTJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vernon Depriest 
WEI‘IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-723’7E 

MAR 2 2 

(N0128123-1} 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 3/3 Date: 3/5/2012 12:48:27 PM 

COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DENIS A. DONAHUE AND ANNE DONAHUE, 

Plaintiffs, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

Index No.: 102421/02 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there beihg no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., 

without costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Denis A. Donahue and Anne Donahue 
WEITZ & L r n r n E R G ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
M c G r w u  & KLUQER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Robert Darish Page: 2/2 Date: 3/5/2012 12:49:32 PM 

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

ASBES'I'OS LI?'ltiAl1LON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DENS A. DONAHUE AND ANNE DONAHUE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 102421/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 
--- - - -_ -- ~ I" - 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all rns and CFOSS claims against 

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

COSts. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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

Attorney for PIaintks 
Denis A. Donahue and Anne Donahue 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 

YO ORDERED, 

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 YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH 5. LAUER, SR. and DOLORES LAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113567/02, 127317/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

E b D s m i s s e d  with prejudice and defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and f s 8 e  
without costs, MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

h a t t h e w  &k, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph J, Lauer, Sr. and Dolores Lauer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6586 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH J. LAUER, SR. AND DOLORES 
I LAUER, 

~. .. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 
I Plaintiffs , 
I -against- 
i 

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

I Defendants. j 

~ 

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

Index No.: 113567/02, 127317/02 

~ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAFtY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tjshman Liquidating Carp,, with prejudice in this action, 

~ 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

h B y  dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

r- .I .. " - r 

Tishmi  Liquidating Corp. 

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

LATER, JOSEPH J. SR. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 
I 

(212) 509-3454 



I 
. . . . .. . .. . - . . . . . . _- .. .. 

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

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

Index No.: 126037/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ANDREA E. HAYWARD, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. AND ANDREA E. 
HAYWARD, INDIVIDUALLY, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
1 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipme o b p b  e@ same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
MAR e 9  2912 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Henry Hayward 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

V ~ Q  9 7 1n'9 

I .) 7 tJ\d*?29- 
, 'I 1 ' -  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0125425-1} 
r '  



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

I (Heitla, J.) 

I Index No.: 126037/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ANDREA E. HAYWARD, AS 
ADMJNISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. AND ANDREA E. 
HAYWARD, INDIVIDUALLY, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
Plaintiff( s), I 

I 

-against- I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). 1 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. bf%11 * L a k n r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

- 
P-k, & a ,  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Henry Hayward 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, Qf&. /" 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 VAP 3' "" 

d &  XJ4 - F'q 1122-3910 
d n  

{NO 125429-1 1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

Index No.: 126037/02 
I 

I 
I 

ANDREA E. HAYWARD, AS I 

ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. AND ANDREA E. 
HAYWARD, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(sl 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation b f!ng ~ s & & e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

: New Ydrk. New York ~ I F W  YORK Dated 
I W C . .  . - - 

+, 2012 COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
... - - i - ---3 

RoyFmz9 Mc 1‘ Esq* b K &  KLUGER. P C  WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Henry Hayward 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 

{NO 125420-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

; Index No.: 126037/02 
I 

I 
I 

ANDREA E. HAYWARD, AS I 

ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. AND ANDREA E. 
HAYWARD, INDIVIDUALLY, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corpo FOB b L k ! & n e  are hereby dismissed with 

MAR 29 2012 prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YORK 
C O ~ ~ n  CLERK'S 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Henry Hayward 

New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 1 W'' 

@&- 
fid 8h 

SO ORDERED, i 4 4- 

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

J 

2383-29914 

{NO 125427- I } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. LAUER, SR, and DOLOUS LAUER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitlcr, 5.) 

i Index No.: 113567/02, 127317102 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMAFCY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, I n 5 e  b & e  E e  B h e r e b y  disinissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

Dated: N ew York 
,2012 NEW YORK 

1 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

RoySch artz,E 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph J. Lauer, Sr. and Dolores Lauer 
WETZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

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

& WB Q ’  ~ * 3  NY Id: /’ 
< -  

1122-7082 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, b F d f h t T v b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk New York MAR 29 2012 

COUNIT CLERK‘S OFFICE 
3p NEW YORK 

,2012 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 558-5500 ZoVt (21 2) 509-3456 

/A 

MhR 2’ 
SO ORDERED, 

123523SSJ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALICE ELLA, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of DOMNIC ELM and ALICE ELM, 
Individually, 1 NO OPPOSXTTON 

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

i Index No.: 100331/03, 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et aZ. ; 
Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co 16: -, be !nBh, ge I&hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

hEW Yh 1SK 
9 2012 cbvh 1 f CLERK'S OFFICE 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  ELIA, Domrc 
MCG~VNEY & KLWGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXXNEERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



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

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

j Index No.: 120395/01, 109554/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE TRINIDAD AND ELMIRA TRINIDAD, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

issed with prejudice and without PeFPE I3 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

1 
" 6  t 

\ 

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

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



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

AS BE STO S LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 120432/01, 109554/02 

WALTER S. VOSBURGH AND MARGARET M. 
VOSBURGH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

same ar hereby dismissed with prejudice and PItL E b defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., 

without costs. 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

‘V?, 

% 

, p  

I. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vosburgh, Walter S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-24591AT 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD VOSSELER ANI) LORETTA 
VOSSELER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: I28024/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New k, New York NEW YORK 3T,.q ,2012 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

*J--L 
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vosseler, Richrd 
W E I ~  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against pany, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice !&h%&~~~2ndants ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, bPJHMy&q~ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Dated: Ne,. ork N w York 31159 ,2012 

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

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

2 

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

Hon. Y /” Jkd? ’ 
Qt6- SO ORDERED, + 

~ +‘ S& Klein Heitler 

&T+ 
1122-23926 



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

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

j Index No.: 100087/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAYNE SEAMAN AND ETHEL SEAMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice t o F  c \ - d b & , n  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co M;gR b 2y1$@e same are hereby dismissed with 

preiudice and without costs, 

- Y- -  

Balson-kohen, Esq. , .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wayne Seaman and Ethel Seaman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

' & uta: - 
i33447mw 

(N0128123-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1229/01, 119610/01 

WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI AND CHRISTINE j 
TAGLIAFERRI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

D being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sa@fkd%a&~ 2 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y*rk. New York 
%\-'q, ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Mhr) 9.1. 2012' 

RCVd at Dtd: - SKH 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7995 



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

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

j Index No.: 120395/01, 109554/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE TRINIDAD AND ELMIRA TRINIDAD, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s F me Ib e Leg dismissed YJ with prejudice and without 

costs, MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

f .  

-, . , .. , 

. \  'L 

\>, '. Attorney for Plaintiffs 

&Y-;flp.-, 
J 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Trinidad, Jose 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

e B, Coo er, Esq. 

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

(21 2) 509-3456 n/'), I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-8861 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100287/03 

MARJORIE K. NUGENT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT F. NUGENT, AND i 
MARGORIE K. NUGENT, INDIVUDUALLY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon noticFo i l l  L - d E d D ,  all claims and cross claims against 

Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equip e q!3 29 2012 
prejudice and without costs. 

Nt\IV YOHK 
York CLERK'S OFFICE 

I .  
,2012 

'-*;" *-- 
-, k. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %\\ 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Robert F. Nugent 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 120432/01, 101088/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK C. PERRY AND EMILE PERRY, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

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

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

costs. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York 
\ 4.\I2012 

/ c 
At 

Ja&e B. Cooser, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

>\. 

kL> 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Perry, Frank C. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-8874 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNIE PICISTRELLI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GIN0  PICISTRELLI AND 
ANNIE PICISTRELLI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 007 1 8/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being n 

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

#A! 29 2012 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York 
yJ ,,(tT, 2012 

NtVV Y U ~ K  
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

.:. p.+.? . 
I 5  

n 
\ 

iteven Balson-Cohen, Esq. - 2  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 1. 

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

Estate of Gino Picistrelli 
W E m  & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO128 123-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

j Index No.: 100286/03 

j 
DRAGAC POSSTER,INDIVIDUALLY 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., ef al., 
Defendants. j 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition the 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equ ipmen tw,  38 ag the same are hereby dismissed with 

NEW YORK prejudice and without costs. 
C O U ~ n  CLERK‘S OFFICE 

J$+ 
/i ’ A 

\ -+> 

,#hU +,+, k, ,. 
*. * & - H . S  .;=- 

4 

teven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Posster 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 1006 10/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 
ROBERT ROCCABRUNA AND MARGARET ! 
ROCCABRUNA, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., at al., 
Defendants. ! 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice t 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

ven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roccabruna, Robert 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry KleiyHeitler 

324-7389 

(N0128123-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES ELIN 
MARTENS, 

P1 ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 121426/01, 11 1228/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to E c ~ - d ! h ~ c & , ~  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the sa ql.~ple ig%fismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
NEW YOHK 

CCUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

j a,- - 

L,  

44 
\ \\\\& 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs J 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Martens, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

L' 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

G ' \  
t i  

2082-8815 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVA M. MASI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 15469/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d#&l&$,a%lairns and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same arekw-wissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New3Ti,Nq, York 
201 2 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Masi, Eva M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

vba SO ORDERED, 

\ ,  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPHNE J. NIEMCZYK, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DAVID NIEMCZYK AND JOSEPHINE J. 
NIEMCZYK, INDIVIDUALLY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 100336/03 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a g a F  )f&a&&rd Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being n o i i r g t @ w ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
hi." .\, I L- 1 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Eqti$iWhkY&$@'BuI'd 'thbsame are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

n A 

Ateven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

% >  Attorney for Plaintiffs ;, 

Estate of David Niemczyk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 100283/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERIK JEDNAT, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF MARY LOU JEDNAT, AND ERIK 
JEDNAT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEWFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no P T t i c h p D  

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

MAR 29 2012 

NkW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120433/01, 124181/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l E - & e L E a l D a i r n s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same m k e l ; f & e s s e d  with prejudice and without 

I 
/# - e p  

J g i e  B. Coober, gsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

x .  

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



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100726/03 

SHIRLEY LEASOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. LEASOR AND 
SHIRLEY LEASOR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

riTtrE D prejudice in this action, and there being no opp 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., b g&c?&?%ne are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
c: 

,2012 

&even Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
W 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

'\. <* h, Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Leasor 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0128123-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1224/01, 11 1913/03, 

106520/04 FRED C. HOFMANN AND KATHLEEN 
HOFMANN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the sa e a k l k l % b g '  ismissed with prejudice arid without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

A 

/ 
A 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hoffman, Fred C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 
/ qp 9' N' 

SO ORDERED, . A '- 
~ & 

2082-88 12 



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

AS BE STOS LIT1 GATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED C. HOFMANN AND KATHLEEN 
HOFMANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

IndexNo.: 111224/01, 111913/03, 
106520/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating , 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

prejudice in this action, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defed&s&!dl2%&-ns and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the sarntp,jwmw dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Y rk Ne York -7, ;q, r, 2012 

1 )  
--"i ';F- 

i. I - ,  ook, Esq. ,. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hoffman, Fred C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

I 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-23451 W 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED C. HOFMANN AND KATHLEEN 
HOFMANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1  1224/01, 11 1913/03, 
106520/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- E n l a n L  aEa161)  and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are h e r ~ d ~ ~ i ~ ~ f  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N 3 T ? T  York 
,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

\ .  

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

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

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-'5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ..,' 

2571 -794W 



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

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

j Index No.: 100396/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL J. KENNEY, JR. AND CATHERINE 
KENNEY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against de ff&ig, k e & - d a u s t r i a l  Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition theret 
MAR 29ml2 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment &gwp&f &%?s%g are hereby dismissed with - ICE 
h t L V  YOGK 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Daniel J.  Kenney, Jr. and Catherine Kenney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*k Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 

qnq’ 
SO ORDERED, 

i., /‘ 
{ N0128123-I } 



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

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS K. KOLEFF, SR. AND BARBARA 
KOLEFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 128025/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice t f k ~ o ~ e ~ n ~ l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment fik *the same are hereby dismissed with 

Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WHTZ & LUXENHEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

&k - 
$even Balson-Cohkn, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MhQ c) ‘ ’”’ 
324-7295 

(NO1 28 123-1 } 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1224/01, 11 1913/03, 
106520/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED C ,  HOFMANN AND KATHLEEN 
HOFMANN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, - - _  

ORDERED, that upon noti E o  !ll b.cIEDs, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell corporation, be aMRh& ga@@ire hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 

Dated: New+b,9T YOrk 
,2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hoffman, Fred C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-5393 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 1 10269/02, 12673 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL M. MARQUARDT AND CAROL 
MARQUARDT, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be ’ an d th & i r & ~ e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I - \  

MAR 29 $12 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ork 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25692 



.. . - - - -. . - 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DOE, as Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of GEORGE F. MARTlN and CARLEEN M. 
FUENTES, as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of ALICE MARTIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

lndex No.: 108669/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe !& d and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the swy&wb dismissed with prejudice and li 
YO& 

without costs. 
couNw CLERtpS 

OFFICE 
,2012 

Courter-& Company, ~ n c .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Martin, George F, 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

6% / New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

+& dk 6. 
‘2 

,-.,J” 1122-18750 

SO ORDERED, 
3 

\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

' Index No.: 108669/00, 
JOHN DOE, as Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of GEORGE F. MARTIN and CARLEEN M. 
FUENTES, as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of ALICE MARTIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, F 1 e E 
ants, all claims and cross claims against htAk$-@@ ORDERED, that upon notice to 

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

without costs. CoUNm CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: 

Roy Schwart&sq.. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

L,,w3~~.- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs '1)) 
Martin, George F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler A ? ' '  ' 

(21 2) 558-5500 P-- i 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DOE, as Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of GEORGE F. MARTIN and CARLEEN M. 
FUENTES, as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of ALICE MARTIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 108669/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin, George F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

&& 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10460 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108669/00, 

JOHN DOE, as Proposed Executor for the Estate 
of GEORGE F. MARTIN and CARLEEN M. 
FUENTES, as Proposed Representative for the 
Estate of ALICE MARTIN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 02. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, $ h f e q E w o r p . ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

OR-DEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

h m g q y $ q & y  dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop.  

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk N w York 
,2012 * : "S 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin, George F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

x 
TQft rk 10y3y, 1 
/' (212) 509-3456 wb 

SO ORDERED, $* 

2383-2996 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121 132/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK H. MCCABE AND MAUREEN 
MCCABE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

'th prejudice in this action, (f"e"ED" 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe W*%?!&ms and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sameNEWh q & w e d  with prejudice arid 
COuNn CLERK' 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McCabe, Patrick H. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SOORDERED, 

1122-20547 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 13279/02, 120902/02 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic k % ;6 k d e p " E f )  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 20 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

q,, (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherra  

1122-7702 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S. INC., et ai. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13279102, 120902/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 
s ?  5 p  .' 

being no opposition thereto, p fi Is, lwfl 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def$nJm& tQ\alaims and cross claims against 
i \  

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same yt, !e&y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
,ii 

*I r n ~ l n  '3,FfIeE 

orney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Kozlowski, Thaddeus M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13279/02, 120902/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, ti &. E 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all ~o-defendar$~~#l claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

m.1rw on , - 

rq y<:l?lq.' 

c(,)()iq j y <,';L.F:\-;,F'$; :"~F!r:F-" 

. ,  

, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K%W€&tler 
\ 

b' 

2383-25729 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102 1 14/07, 1078 1 7/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES D. LANIGAN AND M O N A  LANIGAN, / 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u efendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s&e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2812 

Dated: New NEW YORK 
27PNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Lanigan, James D. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

3 
(212) 509-3456 

n 3  
015 

/ SO ORDERED, 

(-j&* \.a 
(r<$fb 1235-17765 

/d ' 
f-' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 15429/05, 109675/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KNOX AND MAUREEN KNOX, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., 

opposition thereto, 

udice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice t g M  &&&#dants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the s q ~ ~ C M & ' & b  o + F w i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
b o x ,  John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 3Fao 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

r\bQ 9' 
SO ORDERED, 4b @'* 

9= 
r\l+ 'r 

2571-1730 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 13567/02, I 13567/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KARTIS, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t p" p - r e o l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Y/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Roy Schwartz, Esq. M 'I I n  A * <  &.&I\ ~ 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

)r Plaintiffs 
Kartis, Paul 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



- -7 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KARTIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13567/02, 1 13567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and a2he reby  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e y q F q  York 
,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Kartis, Paul 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 e' +* 7 
Q\i* 
5 

SO ORDERED, 
2  pa 

'Z 1235-6591 
t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113567/02, 113567/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KARTIS, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be 

all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

/ w , h e I  WIrl 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, Kartis, Paul 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 15429/05, 109675/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KNOX AND MAUREEN KNOX, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Knox, John 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

/ SO ORDERED, 
9\69 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KNOX AND MAUREEN KNOX, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(FIeitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15429105, 109675199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s F e  l e  L e G i Q s e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New y&k, New York 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

J ie B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. b o x ,  John 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

g:fi-. 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 17nlZ 
/ *hQ ?I  

&* 2082-1 0459 

.3 
r, t%d 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 115429/05, 109675/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN KNOX AND MAUREEN KNOX, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice a1 \ c def G n p a I l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the s hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Kerry&&& ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Knox, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EMILY M. HOTZELT, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM C. HOTZELT, 

j Index No.: 190361/10 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, *WC., et al.. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practi “&“r vE $D2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Jnc., with prejudice in this action and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 
29 2042 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same are here ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ j ~ d i ~ ~  YORK and without costs. 

/‘ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y O T ~  10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Hotzelt 
Levy, Phillips & Kongisberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue 
New Yo& New Yark 1001 7 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

542-1381 

NO0389551 

/-* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS HYNES AND CLAIRE HYNES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 

Index No.: 124339/02, 101994/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d , all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and t with prejudice and without 

costs. 

A- 
Kerry&.&& d o k ,  Esq. AL,wl  h i l *  
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Hynes, Thomas 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, NbQ 9 . l  7'''* 
&* / 

2571-1270 & I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTORIA INDICK, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of HERMAN INDICK, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122907/97, 104848/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Indick, Herman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

1122-22168 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTORIA INDTCK, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of HERMAN 
IN D I C K, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122907/97, 104848/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d all claims and cross claims against 

arne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Treadwell Corporation, 

without costs. 

, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs '" 

Indick, Herman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
A /  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 122907/97, 104848/00 

VICTORIA INDICK, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of HERMAN INDICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and 

costs. 

Dated: New 

1- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Indick, Herman 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SOORDERED, 44 
JF 

2082-11531 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122907/97, 104848/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTORIA INDICK, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of HERMAN INDICK, i 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Gorp., be a&&& a g e Q  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New3fJYw York 
,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Indick, Herman 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 4 3n" 

2383-29659 

cyb+ * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES FTTZPATRICK AND ISABEL 
FITZPATRICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12 1986/99, 105756/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., b e f & l b e b E e  n b  y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Fitzpatrick, James 
MCGIVNEY 42 KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 r1n" 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, &s~* 
&d 

2383-2607OAT 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i T.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 1986/99, 105756/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES FITZPATRICK AND ISABEL 
FITZPATRICK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

MAR 29 a12 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Fitzpatrick, James 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

c9 1 st\l‘p: 
_c 

SO ORDERED, 

@t&--”l 
I <.”+ 2571-736AT 

>> \ “ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

CHARLES FUNICELLO, 
I Index No.: 126681/02, 103523/02 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C F & ,  U e R e  are hereby dismissed with 

MAR 29 2012 prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YonK 
couNn CLERKS Q F F \ ~ ~  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles Funicello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. ShmykIei&eitla 
3k4-7207M 

IN0123216-I} 



. .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO, 
I Index No.: 12668 1/02, 103523/02 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S. ,  INC., et al,, 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cowter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon $ c & o L  E e Q a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., # f i H $ h m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attoheys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, hc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles Funicello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 , / (212) 558-5500 

{N0123217-I} , & 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 126681/02,103523/02 
I 
I 
I 

CHARLES FUNICELLO, 

Plainti ff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i, MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

F I L E D  thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

#& ;5h9 2012 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, b e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

T - - I  ' Y 

Attoheys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Charles Funicello 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0123215-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 1- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Hpitlm T 1 

I 

I \**--w.-A ?"I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO, 
I Index No.: 12668 1/02, 103523/02 I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s). I 
1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

I plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de all claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co 

prejudice and without costs. MAR &8 2012 

Attorneys for Defendants ' Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Charles Funicello 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

€ 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

h7 1 m 7  
SO ORDERED, 

, * A N I  

. *. ,. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I GARY GLICK AND FRANN GLICK, 

I Plaintiffs, 

I -against- 

I A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

I Defendants. 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

Index No.: 108708/01, 

I plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

l and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe d , all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co # b e \ n L e g g  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp, Glick, Gary 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & mUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, *p ofZ 
@* 

, ,J e 
%, j J’ 

2383-23298AB ’. -,J 
< ! * \ ”  

4 . p  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122400/95, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE HOMER AND MARIE HOMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et u1. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules yj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
b 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all s and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the s q e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
h h f  3p ?b)7 

,2012 

Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Homer, George 
WEIR & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

,v” 

$6. / 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-1 1662 a cp 
~ +‘ 

\ -* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (I-leitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122400/95, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE HOMER AND MARIE HOMER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c E f l d $ s ,  c D s  and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 
~~~~~~~ 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Homer, George 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 ?%It 

@* 9 SO ORDERED, W P  

ip "' 1235-11138 

6 -  
3+ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAIE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121986/99, 105756/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES FITZPATRICK AND ISABEL 
FITZPATRICK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

F I L E D  no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 29 2012 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

J u i e  B. Cokpper, Esq. 
# 

J u i e  B. Cokpper, Esq. 
# 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fitzpatrick, James 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherrfKLin heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN AND SYLVIA 
ELLEFSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 10289/98, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishm prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de dllaaims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the s - m k b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 
+IT ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ellefsen, Howard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 2012 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121 986/99, 105756/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES FITZPATRICK AND lSABEL 
FITZPATRICK, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el ul. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

F I L E D  and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

MAR 29 5 2  defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are ere y ismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fitzpatrick, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES FITZPATRICK AND ISABEL 
FITZP ATRICK, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121 986/99, 105756/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell (#&pib e w d i c e  in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be & Q m m m & i s m i s s e d  with prejudice and 
Nm YORK 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Fitzpatrick, James 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

)AhQ 2 $ fflt 

1235-1 1634 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190429/11, 

SCOTT DEWITT, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all cc+l@miQill claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the d m U f i & e r ' e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
3-1y- 1%- ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Aurora Pump Company DEWITT, SCOTT 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

MAR 2 1 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

6 D td: ~ ...-- 

c (-44 
1003-3744 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SCOTT DEWITT, 

P1 ai nt i ffs, 

-against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et crl .  

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190429/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTJON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as 

Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred Company of Pottstown, hereby 

Practice Law and Rules requests sunirnary judgment in the above e 

5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a g a i m & & l n g ,  Columbia Boiler Company of 

Pottstown, with prejudice in this action, and there MOR osition thereto, 
cou,Nv CLERICkFFlGE : 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ali  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

r.23-R- 
Carol Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
DEWITT, SCOTI- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, p 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY J. DOCKWEILER AND JACQUELINE 
DOCKWETLER, 

P1 ainti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119756/01, 11 1232/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Fi &&o&&., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Mkvv v- 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be &--ismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dockweiler, Harry J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 fihB%llQ't 
J 4: / 

3* 
SO ORDERED, 

. ,+' 
b p i ' b  

I 122-6057 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119756/01, 11 1232/01 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCTJMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY J. DOCKWEILER AND JACQUELINE 
DOCKWEILER, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

1 the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell C o p  p i p p p w  in this action, and there 

I being no opposition thereto, 
I 

MAR 29 ql2, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a c aims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

Dated: Ney/hk;yew York 
,2012 

C"+ . 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Dockweiler, Hany J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119756/01, 11 1232/01 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

THIS DOCIJMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY J. DOCKWEILER AND JACQUELINE 
DOCKWEILER, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., "$ T j p e E t p o n ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
HAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

prejudice and without defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same qij& 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York &J ,2012 

&- 
. I T+\ ,  A$orneFfor Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 'k 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Dockweiler, Hany J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10289/98, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN AND SLYVIA 
ELLEFSEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, A v o c e E n t k p & s , E . , D h  prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and t@w&%@$@h%ksed with prejudice and 
NEW YOHK 

without costs. 

Dated: N e w 3 f 3 , k w  York 
,2012 

Laura B. HollmanY Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. Ellefsen, Howard 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10289/98, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN AND SYLVIA 
ELLEFSEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell udice in this action, and there 
._ 

being no opposition thereto, 

MAR 2J32012,, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen ants, a claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 
N defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be 

without costs. 

Dated: New o k N w York ,jb ,2012 

* 4  Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs **, I 

Treadwell Corporation Ellefsen, Howard 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-3529 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119826/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 1’0: 

FRED G. CORDES AND CATHERINE 
CORDES, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED G. CORDES AND CATHERINE 
CORDES, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19826/00, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, I L E b 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
w v v  YQ+K 

without costs. ''U'JN CLERKS OFFICE 

,2012 

.,.\ - *?",N-- 
4 , *./ 

e > ,  75, 
%* 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cordes, Fred G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 sb 2' "" 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Id a. id:* / * R P' 5fi)-j r 1 d e  /- 
4 2383-4250 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100587/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO AND DOROTHY TOLOMEO, i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., E dl b s E  R e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Dated: New 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tolomeo, Jack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 1 22-239 13 
-/ 

1 

I I ’  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 3.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100587/00, 

JACK TOLOMEO AND DOROTHY TOLOMEO, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice a c -de a s all claims and cross claims against C \ L E O .  
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, b? and-the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

:3 ;  
+y-- 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Tolomeo, Jack 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

: 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

A- 1235 23569 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO AND DOROTHY TOLOMEO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100587/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be t& $aeE h n y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MI@ 29 

,2012 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Tolomeo, Jack 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

: 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, MbR 2 1  ZQQ 
+ .  1 \:./ 

2383-29664 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITJGA'T'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO AND DOROTHY TOLOMEO, 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(fiei tler, J.) 

lndex No.: 100587/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 P - f f p E  a D a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New or w York ,3/? ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs h 

Oakfabco Inc. Tolomeo, Jack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

: 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-1194 

sw - DATED:,---" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Hsitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113938/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA AND PATRICIA 
VASTA, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 E o - & L a g  a p l a i r n s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th*@e%kby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vasta, Salvatore J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-23918 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA AND PATRICIA 
VASTA, 

j Index No.: 113938/00, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, King Insulation Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, King Insulation Company, Inc., with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon dants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, King Insulation same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
King Insulation Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vasta, Salvatore J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190327/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

WAFIK TAWFTK AND MONA TAWFIK, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upan n o t i c p  11 L d E d B  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
MAR 29 2012 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Tawfik, Wafik 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190327/11 , 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAFIK TAWFIK AND MONA TAWFIK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al. 

! 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and twgg ' I  ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
- -  

Dated: Ne York New York &r5, ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant ' Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aurora Pump Company Tawfk, Wafik 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadwav 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190327/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAFIK TAWFIK AND MONA TAWFIK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with there being no opposition thereto, 

claims and cross claims against ORDERED, that upon 

defendant, Taco, Inc,, be and the same are w a @ i a l & e d  with prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YORK Dated: New York New york 7--/3 ,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Taco, Inc. Tawfik, Wafik 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
J ; \ I )  

' \ t h  
I, \ I < [ -  

542-1460 

L (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAFIK TAWFIK AND MONA TAWFIK, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 190327/11, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, SE B e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New york 
MAR 29 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 2-13 ,2012 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tadik,  Wafik 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, p,b% .>- /- 
$&+ * 

504-830 *** * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102941/01, 
! 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEN P. TAFOYA as Prsonal Representative for 
the Estate of BENNI G. TAFOYA, and JULIA 
TAFOY A, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti f t 1 a1 'e co- ~ D S ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, rk., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

-- 
I Fcn 

A tt-r Defendan; Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Tafoya, Bennie G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, --"Lr& 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon.cSherry Clein Heitler 

1122-19401 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, .I.) 

j Index No.: 102941/01, 
j 
j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEN P. TAFOYA as Prsonal Representative for 
the Estate of BENNI G. TAFOYA, and JULIA 
TAFOYA, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti E o  i l l  r[p-dEdD, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and t g&eby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 

,2012 

COUNVY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tafoya, Bennie G. 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

/.”-+- ! 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 0501 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEN P. TAFOYA, as Prsonal Representative for 
the Estate of BENNI G. TAFOYA, and JULIA 
TAFOYA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 0294 1 /O 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tafoya, Bennie G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 500 

*bQ 

*** - 
Q$* 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22621 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSINO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 1 17863/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 
~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and th FJ sa a b h E y D m i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2082 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

ew York 
,2012 

, I "  Cook, Esq. & * \  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs >>:\:;j\ 

Oakfabco Inc. Susino, Michael J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 %\I@ 
/ A  

@ 
4 bd' 

bG'" a 
#- 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-599F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 1 17863/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSrNO, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, In F b e ! n ! l i h e L n e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
7 2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-.\ -hJ K e a n n a Q "  Cook, Esq. -* * 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, MAR 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Susino, Michael J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2012 



5- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSrNO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 1 17863/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

“against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED. that w o n  notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 29 20fz 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
[+JEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Susino, Michael J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
* +-&‘ / 

SfiH - t ” r b W U  

123516369 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARLEY N. MASON AND BERTA MASON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
Ul .  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 19026?/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The F A r b a s  Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

- -  - ,c*- 
ac 

ORDERED, that upon notice tgJl'Eb&&mdants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be,,w& h W m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
KW:E 

c I 

Dated: New York, New York n4t3, s ,2012 

//Y 

Laura B. Hollman, E&. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mason, Harley N. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1 10269/02, 12673 1 /02 

PAUL M. MARQUARDT AND CAROL 
MARQUARDT, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 

Defendants. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant 

complaint against defendant, 

Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 29 2012 
efendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, 'Treadwell Corporation, CouN7Y be and cL~RK%f?@%!!!hereby t e s dismissed with prejudice and 
*dRK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Marquardt, Paul M. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 1 17863/00 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSrNO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the F am L r L r g  d b i s s c d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 
,2012 rdEw YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

7 *  Attorney for Plaintiffs % ' 

Susino, Michael J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAT, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 1 17863/00 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO AND VALERIE A. 
SUSINO, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

PI ainti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 1 fe L n g a l n a i r n s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and t h m e Q a & b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Susino, Michael J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

--+--- 

2383-27301: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
n\T RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 125 136/00, 10561 5/99, 

HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARION SIEMER, j 190242/09 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to $ r-eesp claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, MAR 29 ZDl2 

NEW YORK 
C O I J N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

4 
B, 

Roy Sch rtz, sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Siemer, Helmut P. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, / 
Hon. Sherry Kldn Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARION SIEMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,  et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125 136/00, 1056 I 5/99, 
190242109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to c 4 de e nd E, B l a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereb dismissed with prejudice and without 
MAR 29 612 

costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Siemer, Helmut P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 125 136/00, 10561 5/99, 

190242/09 HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARlON SIEMER, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITlON 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti to a1 co- s, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FILE@. 
MAR 29 BIZ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Siemer, Helmut P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York I0003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 125136/00, 10561999, 

HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARION SIEMER, 190242/09 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITIdN 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 
j MOTTON AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and 

all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco Inc. Siemer, Helmut P. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

h 

2571-1 190 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 125 136/00, 10561 5/99, 

HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARION SIEMEK, ! 190242/09 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and s#e%\* here by dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

' 
* 1  ' ~ *\ " 

P r t  .iT*ll :?'- 
'\ ?>k Attorney for Plaintiffs ' 

Siemer, Helmut P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, P o l  7422 
c '  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELMUT P. SIEMER AND MARION SIEMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125136/00, 105615/99, 
190242/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 all claims and cross claims against 
'b  1') 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the 3%%e%8e#&by dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
. ..- 

$& :x2$giL-- 
Laura B. Hollman, sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Siemer, Helmut P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 123481/00, 

EMMA SABO, Individually and Executrix for the ! 
Estate of GEORGE J. SABO, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the sa 

costs. 

sed with prejudice and without 

-1 

I 

MAR 29 313' 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Sabo, George J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i;. ? *  .? r, I .  1, I@ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 
I 0' / 

2571 -1 197 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1221 93/99, 1 1 1124/00 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and t F e s L e k  E b R s m i s s e d  with prejudice and 

MAR 29 2012 without costs. 

NEW YQRK 
,2012 C(yJN’N CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sarama, Thaddeus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

. . A *  

. *  ’ 1122-19887 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
m RE: NEW YORK c o m n  i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1221 93/99, 1 1 1 124/00 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of THADDEUS SAKAMA, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., lNC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all P - q f e r E l r s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y r e York ,$J/, 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 

-, 
q. Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Sarama, Thaddeus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AR ~ 1 ~ ~ ' ~  
/ 

2082-10470 

5$H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 122 193/99, 1 1 1 124/00 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix i 
for the Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGWNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
S a r m a ,  Thaddeus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitlcr, J.) 

j Index No.: 304150/00, 125771/99 
j 

\ NO OPPOSITlON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT AND PATRICIA 
E. SCHMIDT, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New ,Tg;p, 

+.* '* 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Q, 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Schmidt, Robert Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 /&$$e-- vh#J't 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
~ :f * 

4 

2082-10479 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122205/99, 108603/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
JOSEPH QUINN AND NORMA QUINN, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s sed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Quinn, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2082- 10474 
**’ . ’  



SUPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH QUINN AND NORMA Q U N ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 122205/99, 108603/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c s and cross claims against 
- -  

defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: N e ~ h q , $ J e w  York 
, 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNIY CLERKS omcE 

-for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

. / '  
Q I$ 

rjr,['l' (,! 

2571-1727 
4,: : 

.d ' 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Quinn, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124489/02, 101768/03 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD AND MARY 
RICKARD, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be an 

ims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I ,o 

Dated: New York 3/<?,K NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

: 
pl t ckM\ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rickard, Michael W. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 124489/02, 101768/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD AND MARY 
RlCKARD, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C. & S. TNC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the Sam k k h k y  D m i s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

2 
Roy Schwa w 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Rickard, Micliael W. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, N@lQ't 
/ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1 9754 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL W, RICKARD AND MARY 
RICKARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C .  & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124489/02, 101 768/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  b$d b e b & e  @by dismissed with prejudice and 

MAR 29 2012 
without costs. 

Dated: Ne;-Tth:p York 
, 2012 NEW YQRK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

f l  LCL)& b!" Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rickard, Michael W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

r \ I - '  

b\d f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No.: 102939/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROGER PRINCE AND ELSIE PRINCE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and th with prejudice and without 

costs. 

2% t' 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs k i y  
Kentile Floors, Inc. Prince, Roger 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2082-10464 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROGER PRINCE AND ELSIE PRINCE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102939/99, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., ef al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice a1 f c def r o l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
MA/? 2 9  2012 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Prince, Roger 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-1189 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122205/99, 108603/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH QUINN AND NORMA QUINN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

.I 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a E o - \ e & s  a h a i m s  and cross claims against 

reby dismissed with prejudice and &/irWSbf! defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Quinn, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*- 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, p,b.R 2 
Hon. She& d e i n  Heitler /' 

a* b+ - 
1122-19302 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

I 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD C. POULSEN AND THERESA 
POULSEN, 

Index No.: 120934/02, 104382/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

{ NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all L-Ln&sD claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporati##?bE 

prejudice and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with 

NEW YORK 
''UNJY CLERK'S OFFICE 

,2012 

Y 

A ,&MI . F 4 h n r c J I .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward Poulsen and Theresa Poulsen 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 7nIT 2383-25978AN 

{NO 123 166-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102939/99, 

ROGER PRINCE AND ELSIE PRINCE;, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTlON AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition theret F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice t co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

29 2012 
defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NEW met( 
without costs. 'OUNry CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New o Ne York L-3jh7! 2012 

Laura B. Hollman: Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Prince, Roger 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

/ Hon. &y Kdin Heitler 
I J. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ~ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK comw i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102939/99, 

ROGER PRINCE AND ELSIE PRINCE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be a&&& E e Q  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attornev for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Prince, Roger 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROGER PRINCE AND ELSIE PRINCE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No.: 102939/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules t j  32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice f i l l k o & e F 0 1  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Prince, Roger 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

7nQ M i 0  9.' 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

\ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190339/11, 120393/01 
IVO J. PERAICA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

\ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"7. ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peraica, Ivo J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 l (21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190339/11, 120393/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IVO J. PERAICA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

K e r r y a w o k ,  Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peraica, Ivo J. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 n d  (21 2) 558-5500 
. I  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106440/01, 119385/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN GREENBLATT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JACK POLLOCK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

i"" :: 

Attor 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Pollock, Jack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2 3  
1122-23919 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'TION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106440/01, 1 19385/00 

ELLEN GREENBLATT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JACK POLLOCK, j 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be eby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New$ky/w, 9;;; 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
CoUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

.% 6. 'B 
** Lf\> 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Pollock, Jack 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P .C . 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1' SO ORDERED, 
-4. - Hon. S h z y  Mein Heitler 

1235-23574 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN GREENBLATT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JACK POLLOCK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106440/0 1, 1 19 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

85/00 

W EXEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and E s#n& e b ) & & s s e d  with prejudice and without 

ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Pollock, Jack 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-10493 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

; T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106440/0 1, 1 19385/00 

ELLEN GKEENBLATT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JACK POLLOCK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all p e & n e g l  p s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

,2012 

N t W  V U M  
COUN T'Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Pollock, Jack 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

;3f\ll 
2571-759AA 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I I Index No.: 120934/02, 104382/03 
I 
I 

EDWARD C. POULSEN AND THERESA 
POULSEN, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plainti ff(s), I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard hdustrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C o g 4  b & y l d E  share hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2612 

Dated: New Y k, ew York NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

: 
Seven Balson-Cohen, Esq. f l # ' h & l  - 1 ' .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward Poulsen and Theresa Poulsen 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~~~~ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
3 2 4 - 7 2 3 5 ~ ~  

SO ORDERED, 1 
{NO123 173-1) 



. .. I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 120934/02,104382/03 
I 
I 
I 

EDWARD C. POULSEN AND THERESA 
POULSEN, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I Plainti ff(s), 

-against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and smissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2Uf2 

NEW YORK 
CQbN'iY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for @fendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward Poulsen and Theresa Poulsen 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 

1 122-23914 

{N0123166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120934102, 104382/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD C. POULSEN AND THERESA 
POULSEN, I 

I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff@), I 

"against- I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the Ed & h e  B i s s e d  with prejudice and 

MAR 29 2012 
without costs. 

McGrv 

NEW YORK 
COUNJY CLERK'S OFFICE 

P L , L l & I  FiMvcII. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneyffor Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, .~ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Edward Poulsen and Theresa Poulsen 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MhQ 
,w' 

{NO 123 170-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHLEEN BOULET and MICHAEL J. 
PAYNE, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106181/01, 119373/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plain 
Tishman Liquidating Cop .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Payne, Leslie Charles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, HAP 3,’ ’”’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

AS BE S TO S L 1 TI G A‘ I’I ON 

THIS DOCUMEN‘T REFERS TO: 

KATHLEEN BOULET and MICHAEL J. 
PAYNE, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 106181/01, 119373/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary j udgrnent in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the 

costs. MI? 29 21112 

Oakfabio Inc. Payne, Leslie Charles 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
b n h n  7 3  ?fit? 

I d  I t *  

SO ORDERED, / - “7 

2571 -584AM 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190339/11, 120393/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IVO J. PERAICA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
.- 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment @ I# t E s B  &e hereby dismissed with 

29 2012 
prejudice and without cost S . 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
+I? 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peraica, Ivo J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190339/11, 120393/01 

IVO J. PERAICA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be *h&& & e m  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Z-!? ,2012 

MAR 29 21112 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peraica, Ivo J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IVO J. PERAICA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190339/11, 120393/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and 

-- 
Attorney for Defend? 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Peraica, Ivo J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNlY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANITA WITTE, as Adrninistratix for the Estate of 
ANTONIO PARRA and HELEN PARRA, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105296/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

,2012 

n /I ‘5, 

B. &ope< Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Jnc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Parra, Antonio 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2082-10481 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 105296/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANITA WITTE, as Administratix for the Estate of 
ANTONIO PARRA and HELEN PARRA, Individually, i 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
- ____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs -- ittorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Parra, Antonio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106181/01, 119373/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHLEEN BOULET and MICHAEL J. 
PAYNE, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to p c{d&nc&,D claims and cross claims against 

e ereby dismissed with prejudice and fiIfY; %lt 
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and 

without costs. 

Dated: N;Y';h York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Payne, Leslie Charles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

t, c '9 WYL 
d.q 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-15572 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106181/01, 119373/00 

j 
[ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

KATHLEEN BOULET and MICHAEL J. 
PAYNE, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, rp 

ORDERED. that upon notice 6al!c&f&Qall claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and &swm t hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Payne, Leslie Charles 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

.-)I&- ". 
d'.I" ?,k 

'i {* '4- 
1235-1 4961 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 106181/01, 119373/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHLEEN BOULET and MICHAEL J. 
PAYNE, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
LESLIE CHARLES PAYNE, 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be andthe same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

7 2012 

amie B. boo&, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

c -  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. II 'h  Attorney for Plaintiffs <%, :. 
Payne, Leslie Charles 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

/ 
2082-10492 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRICIA WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 19376/00, 107 190/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 
MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wilson, James E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106981/00, 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, ! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plain tiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E q u F e B  E a r &  same are hereby dismissed with 

MAR 29 2012 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
\ p T w , ; ; ;  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Williams, Thomas Edward 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

>I ' 324-5333 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106981/00, 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be 

claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

* Ke an . Cook,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Williams, Thomas Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-23914 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10698 1/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and F s b b e E r e D d i s m i s s e d  with prejudice m d  

without costs. 
\ MAR 29 2012 

Dated: N e y 3 f 3 t  York 
,2012 NEW YORK 

COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Williams, Thomas Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
%# ncI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS Ll1'IGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103278/99, 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t ~ l ~ o ~ e & t ~ l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and ww m h e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Waligovska, Richard A, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler 

1235-20434 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103278199, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to w&a@@f&nts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the 

costs. 

w r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Waligovska, Richard A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2082-10465 
-. -7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103278/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, F h d a & i q k t i m o r p . ,  with prejudice in this action, 

MAR 29 2012 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
NEW YORK 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o r p . , ~ ~ t l @ ~ d 8 % k ! & y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Kerryanm.  C d ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Waligovska, Richard A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 103278/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEREP, that upon notice F o a1 1 c c&f&n& claims and CTOSS claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the s ~ ~ S ~ ~  dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Waligovska, Richard A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NhR 2 1 2012 

" *  d * /  

2571-1723 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA AND PATRICIA 
VASTA, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 13938/00, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I 

&-- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
K e n y a 4  

Tishrna Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Vasta, Salvatore J. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 21 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

* '  

2383-29666 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 1 13938/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA AND PATRICIA 
VASTA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend aims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 20 2QV 

,2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Vasta, Salvatore J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 

2571-1726 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COIJNTY j NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103278/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. WALTGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all -d cf e ant pl B m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Y 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Waligovska, Richard A. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 103278/99, 

RICHARD A. WALIGOVSKA AND LYDIA 
WALIGOVSKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be an F the b a L s e r Q  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2Utf 
Dated: N e w 3 ? - ,  York 

,2012 
NEW YORK 

COUNJY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
C0urter-k Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Waligovska, Richard A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 
MAR 2 1 2012 

SO ORDERED, I 
. .>..-a 5 

- r  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-20939 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190327/11 , 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 
WAFIK TAWFIK AND MONA TAWFIK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as 

Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of 

Pottstown, with prejudice in this action, and there being no op osition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- IF efe J a k  a k a R  and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, fFz&we are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Yo , New York 
?-(& ,2012 

/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tawfik, Waf& 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I /  (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sxrry - Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 128019/02 
j CHARLES E. KNAPP AND HELEN KNAPP, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., mC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a g 6 t  )e&aE S B a r d  Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being mp;$ioo;hereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial & @ # # & @ # l j ( ' ~ @ e  same are hereby dismissed with 
NEW YORK 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Charles E. Knapp and Helen Knapp 
Wr:rrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

even Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attoniey for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

324-72562 

(NO1 28 123-1 f 



IndexNo.: 1900821 
CHUN WING LEE, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 
I 

I 

12 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 Defendant@). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff 8 complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company with prejudice, and there being 

F I L E D  no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 29 2012 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NEW YURK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE without costs, 

Dated: N ork ew York 
3YL6f ,2012 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate of j 
DAVID L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA LYNCH, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100580/02, 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishrnan 

without costs. MAR 29  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lynch, David L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

McGivNEY & KLuGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELSIE MATERO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROCCO 
MATERO, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102008/02, 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

C0urter-k Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 I 

Matero, Rocco 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

- .  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 1 122-2 1 422 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102008/02, 

ELSIE MATERO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROCCO 
MATERO, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

,2012 
li ?" 

b* *.&- q - fl 
'F., 

Attorney for Plaintiffs -k ,? 

Treadwell Corporation Matero, Rocco 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

3 1 7n" (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, & Dtd: -A 

1235-20924 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ’ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102008/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELSIE MATERO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROCCO 
MATERO, 

Plaintiffs 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
CoUNn CLERK’S OFFIC5 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  Matero, Rocco 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25 138 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ and RENE G. KRENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
1.Ak Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106693/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERXD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp. dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated : N e w i Y 6 h ' ,  Yo: MAR 29 2012 

NEW YOHK 
CouNrY CLERKS OF 

Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. m N T Z ,  DONALD J. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 12521 1/02 

NICHOLAS C. LATZER AND THELMA 
LATZER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be ;16;; t& &e E h$xy dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
31L ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNW CLERK’S OFFICE 

~ k J 2 ; e h c h d  
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New York 10004 

Latzer, Nicholas C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

I ” h ”  9 ‘1 3 013 
SO ORDERED, 

7 
1 ,id“ ~ -Ir 

1 122-21 91 9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS C. LATZER and THELMA 
L ATZER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12521 1/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC,, et al. 

. .  Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK qz ,2012 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Latzer, Nicholas C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherryxlein Heitler 
d - RGV 

\JJ ’ 
1235-21429 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

J -, \i csL4-m- 
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNFY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEI’IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-723 1 AB 

(N0128123-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108157/02, 122139/01 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER and MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- t MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and t missed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Newzcprk, yew York 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

2012 

ie B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heller, Kenneth H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

h bur & 
. +  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD HOEFT, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.; 100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equi f i n d c b E D e  same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald Hoeft 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO128 123-1 } 

324-7231U 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122701/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, Administratrix for i 
the Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C.  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be an)slb& *@% hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

hEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, k . Sherrf 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hoff, Eugene F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, Administratrix for 
the Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., mC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 122701 /O 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

F I L E D  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be an chlM &2% hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New or , N w York / ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Hoff, Eugene F. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. < ^  

1235-21058 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, Administratrix for 
the Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index No.: 122701/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

,2012 
NEW YQRK 

CQUN'IY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

*"  I,. \ Attorney for Plaintiffs * a i  > .I 

Hoff, Eugene F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New Y o r k m r k  10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 5500 

* e643 

SO ORDERED, ?4!3 Y *  3 
,/+ 

I I . 2082-9248 tif" " 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 108136/02, 122139/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C ,  & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

, all claims and cross claims against F I' LdFO ORDERED, that upon notic 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. MAW 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

+ ~ v 
Attorney for Plaintiffs -++ Q$ 

Intrabartolo, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104166/02, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and 

costs. 

Dated: New3?& /4ew York 
,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ketels, Joseph M. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

7 & (pd'" / 
4 3  

2082-9318 L \" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100821 /02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES C. KLEIN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the issed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NRN YORK 
COUNP/ CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Klein, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 10073 1 /03 

MICHAEL J. D'AGOSTINO AND KATHRYN 
D'AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipmedd&$ #e 4% the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Yo 3qw,;;; 
oc4- ~ 

h e n  Balson-Chhen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

-. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael J. D'Agostino and Kathryn D'Agosti 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT% & LUXENHERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7233K ") 
*b% /-- / 

"/ 

R G  
'rr -6. * 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA DAY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD J. DAY, SR., and LINDA E. DAY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et at. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110478/02, 106806/02 

NO~OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0IU)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition theretoF \ E e, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. COUNT( CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: York 
,2012 

r 
K e n u w k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yoxk 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaifitiffs 
DAY, Ncmm 
WEITZ & LWNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-2593% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD DEVITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 18 136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to p % - d r e s , B  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

I 

c M&-GL 
Steven Balson-Cohh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward Devita 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-2592 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD DEVITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 118136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., 

claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

,2012 
NEW YORK 

COUNlY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward Devita 
WEJ’IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitlcr, 6 . )  

i Index No.: 190157/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. BARRETT AND MAUREEN 
BARRETT, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant PsrLLiEB Corp., with prejudice in this action, 
- - -  

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l w - & a s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be anaW Y W a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNlY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
BARRETT, JOHN J. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOl27923-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1071 02/02, 1 19086/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL BISOGNO AND JUDITH BISOGNO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 6 all 1 o- L e E t n 1 , c l a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be an% 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

- 2 5  ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bisogno, Daniel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

&QW. 
1122-5552 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107 102/02, 1 19086/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL BISOGNO AND JUDITH BISOGNO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice f % ~ o ~ e k & ? a l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and WBereby dismissed with prejudice and 

d P P  c 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Bisogno, Daniel 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-5075 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN CARBONE, 
j Index No.: 100741/03 

102899/03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice a1 1 c e de Ewl claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
Dated: N e w q t ; T w ,  COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Carbone 
WSI 1'2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7232B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1 /03 

MICHAEL CARLIN AND JANET CARLIN, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to T - ~ E S ~  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Carlin and Janet Carlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGGK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102946/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. CARR and IRENE A. CARR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, _ _  
ORDERED, that upon notice c L f E D a 1 1  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s w~ a@mw dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carr, James J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-9306 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE BARBUTO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, AND 
MARIE BARBUTO, INDIVIDUALL,Y, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(E-Ieitler, J.) 

lndex No.: 100234/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGh E iT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d s, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Eq the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New o k, ew York NEW YOHK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

&bL &?&2~d.,,- 
a 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U,UGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Bartolomeo Barbuto 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 ew York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7231B 

(N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 122704/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA BALESTRA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of NICHOLAS J. 
BALESTRA, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic %l L d E d D ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New Yor , N w York 4 ,2012 

! 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Balestra, Nicholas J. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-9249 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOICK. COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, S.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 106457/02, 

WILLIAM Md ALMOND and GLORIA R. 
ALMOND, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S . , l N C . , e t a l .  

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al F-rtFlp and dross claims against 

defendant, T ishan  Liquidating Coxp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Kerry4 
Attome- 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
M c G i m ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
c) 179@ 

-a* &B 
L */ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM ANGELO AND NORMA ANGELO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190338/11, 10401S/OO; 
j 125795/99 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
j A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

F I L E D  
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all elaims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and a t e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ANGELO, SAM 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190338/11, 104018/00; 
j 125795/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM ANGELO AND NORMA ANGELO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 
j A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEW YORK 

without costs. COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New Yor ew York ?${ ,201* 

d C o o k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation ANGELO, SAM 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

, $  . 

1235-3651 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190338/11, 104018/00; 
! 125795199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATl ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM ANGELO AND NORMA ANGELO, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, ~ ~ ~ ~ o r p . ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
NEW YORK 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o r p . & y ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ y . d i s m i s s e c l  with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ANGELO, SAM 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEWZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26050AD &H - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT J. AULETTA, 
i Index No.: 106509/02, 

I .  

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ; 

A. C. & S., NC., et ai. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests s~mmary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., 6 1  tl-&&w &y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
AULETTA, VINCENT J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

rk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, \hbRtX &* / 
*G@ 6. 

2383-25420 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101245/02, 

PATRICIA M. BAILEY, Individually and KENNETH ! 
BAILEY, JR. and JOHN BAILEY, Co-Executors for the j 
Estate of KENNETH F. BAILEY, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti o b 11 1 o- ew, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
Dated: New Yo w York COUN'IY CLERK'S OFFICE $3" ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bailey, Kenneth F, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 I 

2082-9292 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT VASSALLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ ~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be an 

ts, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NEW YOMK Dated: New York, New York 
3 / 9 3  2012 'OU'T-\/ CLERK'S OFFIcE 

m/Q--J 
T h -  er~cinmowJ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Vassallo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

257 1-076 1 AV 

IN0042 1 73 -I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100085/03 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUEY BLANCHARD, AS PROPSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EVERTT 
A. BLANCHARD AND LUEY BLANCHARD, 
INDIVIDIJALLY, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there p p p ~ o f p t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

(N0128123-I) 

Estate of Evertt A. Blanchard 
WEITZ & LUXENUEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100725/03 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEANN BLANDO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF SALVATORE F. BLANDO 
AND BENEDETTA BLANDO, 
INDIVIDUALLY ,, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., herr - y requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint feguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there fe ing no oppositio thereto, 
MAR 29 2b'f 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
vq YORK 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equi~r#.~W~B&#%e same are hereby dismissed with 
co 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N ~ ' , o a  / k w  York 
7 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Salvatore F. Blando 
WHTZ & LUXENUERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 
EGGENBERGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190408/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgewood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as 

Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corp., a/k/a Lidgerwood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as Successor 

to M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the a b o v # % l e b Z u r E ] i t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon~pJ~$&.&%&ndants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
RK'S OFFICE 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 7 b  , 2 0 1 p  

Super& Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

(J Kenneth Eggenberger and Lila Eggenberger 
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 F i f i  Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SZrVXCEME COURT OF ZTlOE STATE OF NXW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rn RE: NEW YopcKcouNTy 

1 

; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S, Part 30 _ .  

i (HeitIer, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! 

i Index. No,: 19026U11, 
I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

MAXWELL DEER AND CAlROLYN DEER, 
I 

i S-Y JUDGMENT 
-against- ! POTION AND ORDER 

I 

A M  & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. \ 

Defendauts. 

WHEREFORJI, defendant, Flowscrve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron Company Inc. 

improperly denominated as Flowservc US, Tac., Individually and Solely as Successor to DUTCO, 

Duriron; hereinafter referred to as Flowserve Corporation f / M w  The Duriron Company he., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules fi 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Plowsewe Corporation fIWa The 

Duriron Company 11% with prejudice in no opposition thereto, 

ORDERFB, that upon notice to all ~ f c $ j i ~ ~ ! l  claims and crass claims against 

defendant, Flowserve Corporation flkh The Duriron Company Inc., be and thc same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without CO@,S.~~~ CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: York 
2012 

Flowsew Corporation ffwa Deer, Maxwell' 
The Duriron Company fnc. WEITZ & LUXENDERG, P.C. 
MCGXVNICY & KLWGER, PC. 700 Broadway 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 New York, New York 10003 
New Yark, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

951-928 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF XKE STATE OF NEW YORIC. 
COUNTY OF NEW Y Q W  
IN m: NFdw Y O N  c o r n  ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMF,NT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRlXlY ROMAN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler; X) 

i Index No.: 190262/11, 

: 
Plaintif%, NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- ! & m ” L Q N W  ORDER 

I 

AIR & LIQVn, SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et nl. j 

Defendants. I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Piowserve Corporation W a  The Duriron Company h e .  

improperly denominated as Plowsewe US, Inc., Individually and Solely as Suceesmr to DU~CO, 

Duriron; hereinafter referred to as Flowsewe Corporation Y k h  Tbe Duriron Company Pnc,, 

hereby requestdt summary judgment En the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, FIowsewc Corporation f/Wa The 

Duriron Company Inc., with pre Fi&&s E n , Q  there being no opposition thereto, 

6RDERED, that upon notice to all co ndants, all claims and crass clalmsr against 

defendant, Flowsewe Corporation flk/a The Duriron Company Inc., loc and the same are hereby 
MAR 29M 

dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Defeaant 
Rowserve Corporation flkla 
The Duriron Company Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & JKLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strect-Suite 2300 
New York, ’New York 10004 

Roman, Roberto 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

951-929 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK "- 

i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
j [Heitler, I.) 

j Index No.: 190262/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND 'TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintilfs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION ANI) ORDER - slgains t- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COWORATION, et ~ 

al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOm, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve 

and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and 

ORDERED, that claims and cross claims against 

Weir Valve and Controls USA, defendant, Atwood & 
.(OW 

Inc., be and the same are hereby disniisse ~~~~~€~~ without costs. 
COUN 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Roman, Roberto 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 4/4 Date: 3/5/2012 12:33:06 PM 

supwm COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
. .."- ,- 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j LA.& Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, 5.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD F. WAIIL, 
j Index Na.: 107169/02, 112127/02 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp ., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 
-- 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OmERED, that upon notice &,I ckfEmDal1  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be MBee!&e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

c;' 
22zi@L7zfl&- 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wahl, Conrad F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
&., S T ?  

> -  

2383-25558 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: ht tp: / lw.gf i .com 
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From, FAXmaker To: Roy Schwartz Page: 4/7 Date: 3/5/2012 12:46:29 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF m W  YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEFFFSY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S.  INC., et a!. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tlet, J .) 

Index No.: 107 102102, 1 19 1 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courtcr & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

p ! a m T a r X Z g a r n s t  defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in th is  action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon iiotice 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zaym, Jcffrcy A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, VhQ 3 ' 7n'l 

1 3  '" / *  
1' 

I 
I >  1122-5566 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://\MNw.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Roy Schwartz Page. 3/7 Date: 3/5/2012 12:46:29 PM 

M ~ R  29 
without costs, 

Dated: New o w York * ,2012 N€Y$$OFF\CE 

-ouN;a--rm Attorney for Plaintiffs rcbb 9- Attorney for Defendant 
Trcadwcll Corporation Zayas, Jcffrcy A. 
MCGIWY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W ~ r n  & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
+ 2) 558-5500 i- WbJ? 2’ N1 

(212) 509-3456 

/ & of@* 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

~ \-,P‘;. 
I 

pi-\ 1235-5089 4 

SLJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. P a 3 0  
j (Heitler, S.) 

j Index No.: 107102/02, 1191 15/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO; 

EFEREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS, --- - 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. MC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, 1 readwell CorporationTwith prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon riotice to d l  co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be , b & B e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: ht tp: / /w.gf i .com 

http://w.gfi.com
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From FAXmaker To Nicole Wesselmann Page 212 Date 3/5/2012 12 30 33 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
INRE: N E W  YORKCOUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

- THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 107102/02,119115/02 

- JEFFREY A. ZAYAS AND SUSAN ZAYAS, e - .  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMAKY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., etal. 

+..-_- -- Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests swnmary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
-. __. 

compiaint against defendaut, Kentile F'loors, l n c ~ T T K j E e ~ e i i n  this action, and there being 

no opposition thireto, 

dismissed with prejudice and without "2"9hBiP defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s 

costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
,2012 

-*- + 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

G- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zayas, Jeffrey A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 2/4 Date: 3/5/2012 12:33:06 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

' I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD CAYEN, as Proposed Representative 
for the Estate of HORACE L. CAYEN and 
MILDRED CAYEN, Individually, 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 123161/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et nl. 

Defendants, 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cow., hereby requestq summary 

judgment.K the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RulkF§ 3212, dismissing 
-. .__ .- -- - 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tisllrrzan Liquidating Gorp*, be and tMR&rr@i8\kreby dismissed with prejudice and 

2226z & z?ZLJ& 
Atlorney for Defendant 
Tishman 1,iquidnting Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
Ncw York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cnyen, Horace L. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For mare information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 3/4 Date: 3/5/2012 12:33:06 PM 

2 This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK’COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK . -- 

/ NYCAL 
j I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 123161/02 

RONALD CAYEN, as Proposed Represenldtivt _ -  
for the Estate of HORACE 1,. CAYEN and 
MILDRED CAYEN, Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - 
A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

_. - -- __ - - - ._ - -- _- above entitled case, pufsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, D 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- fe a all claims and cross claims against Mgfi 2$bz 

dcfendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne o k N w York 5 19 P ,2012 

r z  
Anorriey for Plaintiffs 

Oakfabco Inc. Cayen, Horace I,. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

M C G W Y  & UUGER, P.C. WETZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

______ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITlGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127886/02 

FRED SCHERER AND INGRID SCHERER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. i 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no F p Q i t b  t E t  o P  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- @tr&B@l claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and 

prejudice and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with 
WEW YOF4Pt' 

couNp CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fred Scherer and Ingrid Scherere 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S K y  Klein Heitler 

{N0128123-1} 

324-1237M 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
INRE: NEW YORKCOUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGJANA TANSOSCH, hndividually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of CHRBTOPHER T. 
TMSOSCH, Deceased, / NO OPPOSITION 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

i XndexNo.: 190382AO 
[ 
a 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

WHFBEFORE, defendant, Miron Lumber Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Miron Lumber Co., Inc., with prejudice in tbis action, 

F I L E D .  and there being no opposition thereto, 

I ORDERED, W upon notice to all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Miron Lumber Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. c o u N n  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

MCGIVNEY &KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 100 

I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
L”$ L d -  / ~ 

I C . ‘  4‘- : t.i 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

;; -1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 3 . )  

j Index No.: 127888/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT VASSALLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against de 

prejudice in this action, and there being no o 

stria1 Equipment Co., with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-db’!#d6&2fif~claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 

prejudice and without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed with 
COUNTY CLERITS OFFICE 

Dated: N ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~  York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Vassallo 

700 Broadway 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7236AV 

(N0128123-I } 



From: FAXmaker To: Roy Schwartz Page: 6/7 Date: 3/5/2012 12:46:30 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitlcr, J.) 

j Index No.: 107169/02, 112127/02 

ASBESTOS LITICiATlON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD F, WAHL, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above enti.tled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 
-_--_-.- 

plaintif'fs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, Cauter & Company, Inc., be and the s m  w~ ?V%fismissed with prejudice and 

without costs;. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE :: Ray Schwartz, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & UJJCiER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wahl, Conrad F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Mal? 2 1  NQ 
so OrnEKEU, 

i 11 22-8553 

1 This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.corn 
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From FAXmaker To Roy Schwartz Page 5/7 Date 3/5/2012 12 46 30 PM 

I being no opposition thereto, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

WkE-NTW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 
AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD F. WAHL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107169/02, 112127/02 

I without costs. 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

2%Z&e rc 7TL& .- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Coiporation Wahl, Conrad F. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Skeet-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

120Q 
WhQ' 2 

/' &@m 

SO ORDERED, 

*L\ .picud 
1235-8056 

1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit, http://www.gfi corn 

-. 

A. C. & S, INC, et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice TAW and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
-1 

coi i i i i -@ains t  defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in tlis action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de p + s b  Ern& cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are M&r$bg &pissed with prejudice and 

Dated: NewLqT-TP York 
,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTV CLERK'S OFFICE 

http://www.gfi


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I i Index No.: 126935/02, 104146/03 

ALFRED O’CONNOR AND SARAH O’CONNOR, I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendant (s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d ~ ~ ~ , ~ 2 c l a i m s  and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
2- 9 9  ,2012 

CGIVNEY & KLU 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alfred O’Connor and Sarah O’Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 120427-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALFRED O'CONNOR AND SARAH O'CONNOR : Index No. 126935102, 104146/03 

-against- 

A.C. & $., INC., et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidatin Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled cas p%&&dactice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, T f i m L l a a d a t i n g  Corporation with prejudice, and 

Y O W  
there being no opposition thereto, 

NEw R ~ s  OFF\@ 
ORDERED, that upon noticw@N%q%endants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

M C ~ I V N E Y  & KLU- 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alfred O'Connor and Sarah O'Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 New York, New York 10004 

17fi't 
(212) 509-3456 

.7' SO ORDERED, 

2383-25976AX 

{NO 12042 1- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

1 

I NYCAL 
I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 10351 1/03, 126681/02 
I 
I 
I 

THOMAS O’CONNOR AND MARY CASEY 
O’CONNOR, I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

Fl prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 ms and cross claims against 
MLR 29 \@ 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Compan;be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
i 

Dated: New York, New York 
;2 ,aq ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas O ’ C O ~ I I O ~  and Mary Casey O’Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-12OlY 
rr 

{NO1 19596-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY I 

I NYCAL 
I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I Index No.: 10351 1/03, 126681/02 
I 
I 
I 

THOMAS O’CONNOR AND MARY CASEY 
O’C ONNOR, I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et aI., 

Defendant( s) . I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be w@ &e 11 are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas O’Comor and Mary Casey O’Connox 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2383-25915Y 

(NO1 19585-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 128019/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON AND ESTHER M. 
REMINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO., with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice7o all co-defen ts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
#A$ 2 g M  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York 
L41/ ,2012 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James E. Remington and Esther M. Rernington 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124339/02, 

JULIAN L. ROBERTS AND ELAINE ROBERTS, i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORF,, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notice t o F  cl-  &s, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C ~ ~ @ ~ @ a @  same are hereby dismissed with 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ROBERTS, JULIAN L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.-- 
(212) 509-3456 

71\13 NbF, 2' 
SO ORDEED, 

., 9- 4. / 
*I t i l  

324-7234A1, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAlE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JULIAN L. ROBERTS AND ELAINE ROBERTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124339/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tislnman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

N t ' N  Wr-N 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ,2012 

Roy Schy&-t&sq. fl,'Llad F h C %  
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ROBERTS, JULIAN L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, MAR 21  2012 
Hon. Sherry f le in  Hdtler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK MONROE, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALBERT V. MONROE, 11, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100727/03 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon claims and cross claims against 
g 2 m  

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipmen!’@h.,%e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. N€W YORK 
COUNm CLERK‘S OFFIG€ 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Albert V. Monroe, I1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TONI D. MORTON, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF BRITT L. MORTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100083/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

prejudice in this action, and there being 

Equipment Co., with 

ORDERED, that upon notice cross claims against 
OR% 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., &&e &%‘are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
GOUNfl 

Dated: New$?/Yf York 
,2012 

I 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.  
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Britt L. Morton 
Wm’z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7274 

{NO 128 123-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100720/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH MOTT, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF EDWARD T. MOTT, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defenda ard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l w d @ n &  ‘1 s, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment \ w e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward T. Mott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 126935/02, 104146/03 

ALFRED O'CONNOR AND SARAH O'CONNOR, I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I Defendant(sl I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition 'P"\LED 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de M R f ~ ~ ~ \ ~ l l  e claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2.29 ,2012 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alfred O'Connor and Sarah O'Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 120430-1 ) 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 126935/02, 104146/03 
ALFRED O'CONNOR AND SARAH O'CONNOR, I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the s 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
y & s  Y W @ G E  

COUNfl 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 2  q ,2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Alfred O'Connor and Sarah O'Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 120424- 1 } 



Index No.: 190082/12 
1 CHUN HING LEE, I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintif€@), I 

-against-- : NO OPPOSITION 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW,, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant(s). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fall Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, The Falk Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

defendant, The Falk Corporation, be 

claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

New York, New York 10036 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHUN HING LEE, 

I 
I ; IndexNo.: 190082/12 
I 
I Plaintiff(s), I 

. . . .  I 
f . .  

-agzinst- 
NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR 5% LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., er al., 

Defendant( s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursu and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Atwood & c. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 
ORDEKED, that upon notice to all c q & q & ~ ,  all claims and cross claims against 

y dismissed with prejudice and 
'O"Nn CLERKIS - 

defendant, Atwood & Mom11 Co., Inc., be and the same are 

without costs. 

lork 

n 

Y 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorneys fgr Defendants 
Atwood & Morrill, Inc. 

Attobcleys for Plaintiff " V  

Chun Hing Lee 

New York 10036 

f 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1/03 

SUZANNE LEITHNER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

rial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to ivil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
prdcng Q WHEREFORE, defendant, S 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against de vfi e d &?, =guard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there be~~fi#@hhk@hMhereto, 
LEWIS OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o ,N York ,$ti?, 2012 

Lk c 

teven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Suzanne Leithner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-72332 

{ N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127888/02 

EDWARD MALONEY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against v 

Q@R 29 
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

NpJv YOHK 
prejudice and without costs. CQUPAfl CLEWS OFF'= 

Dated:  ne^^^^^^^^^ 
w bLL4-Q- L 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Maloney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7236A1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MALONEY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 127888/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, we- 
ORDERED, that upon notice to al? co-defendants claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
MAR 29 

costs. 

0 fabcohc. Edward Maloney 
GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

n 1 New York, New York 10003 
# 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0761AI 

{ NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPFGME 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, 

NYCAI, 
(Heitler, J.> 
Index No: 1273 17/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing PI st defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

MAR 29 2012 thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all s and cross claims against 
COUNTY CL 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 \*-I ,2012 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



JN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
(Heitler, 5.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 1 IndexNo: 113567/02 

Joseph J. Lauer, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known 8s Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismi 

LLC, formerly known as Dana C o r p ~ b p 2  m g e j u d i c e ,  and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
Fu t W  Y OHK 

A@ OIFICE ORDERED, that upon m&%%i%- en ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as D&a Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n Dated: New York, New York 
b \ t-7 Y 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

R 9 'p wl? 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN m: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES LORNE CHIDESTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190293/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t -&e 
1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

ER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DELLARATA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190248/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti o l l k d $ n s 9 .  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC .9;a an the same e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ~ h '  29 2a' 
Dated: New York, New York 

M!t 8 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 11 1642103 

ALBERT DUELL 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,thatupon ic 1 to I& I lc  Eef&ts, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are 

without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2 k  

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
SJld ,2012 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 





I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 126935/02 

FRITZ BUHRER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and kp h&&issed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

LLP 
Attorneys far CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 .~ 

SO ORDERED, 
~ 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 189/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i This Document Relates to: 

FRITZ BUHRER 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 all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YQRK 
Dated: New York, New York C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

31k 2012 

W'EITZ & 
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 at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

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: 

Elizabeth Trifari 

Index No: 120622/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana C o r p p \ ,  &Q, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross claims against 

be and the same are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

VITZ & BLAU, L;P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. RYAN, JR. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1280 19/02 

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 ts, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be ana thekrne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

W 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27*h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED, 

, (212) 452-5300 

3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. RYAN, JR. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105928/03 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon ts, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 108&98/03 

JAMES W. CALLINAN 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 up0 dants, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be &d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT DUELL 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10260/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

t all claims and cross claims ptc~f!Y3 ORDERED, that upon notic 

I 
against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
I 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW KIRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 

3/@ ,2012 

E YAVITZ & BLAU 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 104029/03 

FREDERICK PORTA 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 

D there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i p \ l l L d g d m t s ,  all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s arfjiRfFe&r@&rnissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 / t9  ,2012 

n 

DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 

W 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 10016 

A b n ?,I lo'' SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler t* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 126686/02 

FREDERICK PORTA 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 e, all claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be dismissed with prejudice and - 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/14 ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

HITZ & LUXENBERG,.P:C. DARGER ERRAN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n / 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFRED GRABOWSKI 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105876/02 

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 ~ ar her e e s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MAR 29 2ul2 
Dated. New York New York 3 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 1 00 16 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUNA ROTOLO 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103872/03 

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 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 f&&trLre dQissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SbU 9 2012 

MAR 29 2012 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ~ ~ R A N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED, R 2 z 2 m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

lN RE NEW YOFX COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 126682/02 

LUISA ROTOLO 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 notic claims and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 3rfy ,2012 

.. . ._ 

Judith A. Y&kz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



r . -  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM HASSLER 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102478/03 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all w d  1 e "& ant E l  a s  and cross claims 
p a  
4 -  

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 

Dated: New York, New York 
3j4! ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

MAR 2 I 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



b ' .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM HASSLER 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127886/02 
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 a F o - \ e f L g  a n a i m s  and cross claims 

against CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are bm% g m s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

J/ /V ,2012 
n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 

4 .  (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. . 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE L. SANTIAGO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190445/11 

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-defe 1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

vr":- MAR 6 , 2012 J' 

Charles Fer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

& BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NATALE SUSINO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190303/11 

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 with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t f % l  \ o - k e & t D l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. MAR 29 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
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 YQRK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WAFTK TAWFIK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190327/11 

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, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be an!#, s e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and R 2 ~ 2 0 1 2  

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 6 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson+x( 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

D A ~ G E R  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h 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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AURELIO TORRES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 150 14/00 

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 CertainTee with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al kmd$$r@ts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

2 R  fi ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER 

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, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190223/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation q d  s E e  B h e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAR 29 201% 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GREGORY PITTMAN 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190416/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

no opposition thereto, _ _  

ORDERED, that upon notice ~ a l \ c & ~ a U  claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation b i  and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. MAR 29 2u12 

Charles Fergu 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

3 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERTO ROMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190262/11 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend , all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and N&&% are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Hi 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 8 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS J. RUSSo 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 190348/11 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be an $& m%w hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YQRK 

c o u ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

MAR s ,2012 

Charles Ferg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

DARGER ERFUNTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

T 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD SADOWSKI 

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 al F o - l e f L z  R l a i m s  and cross claims against 

by dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same 

without costs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1902 15/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

J&!? 6 ,2012 

Charles Fer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

G 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CLAUDIA SANCHEZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1903 12/11 

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 t o  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and MRsd& a g h e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

B ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WhR 2.1 m'? 
@a- / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 19036911 1 

SALVATORE LJPARI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 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 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice $ L l l ~ ~ f ~ ~ l l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK Dated: New York, New York 
M F ?  6 2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Charles Fe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

>- 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH MILAZZO, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 190311/11 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

D no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be an %)& wfw hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

coclNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
P*! 6 ,2012 

13. Kromberg, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOREEN MORRISON 

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, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190258/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to f T - ~ E S B  claims and cross claims against 

d t e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed Corporation be 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
MAR 8 ,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Charles F e r g M  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARYL R. GAGLIANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190304/11 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
ORDERED, that upon notic 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation 

without costs, MAR 29 2012 
Dated: New York. New York 

NEW YORK 
MAR 6 ,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Charle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

GER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
ttorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

1.16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

h 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUTGI GARRITANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190089/11 

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 claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be p e p e m b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAR 29 2012 

6 ,2012 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OF 

Charles erg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
eys for CertainTeed Corporation 

1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

e 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SOPHIE ANN KENNY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190446/11 

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 claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be y, ke B b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 6 ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 

Charles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 
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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1903 1011 1 

RICHARD KLIS 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 all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
MAR 6 , 2012 COUNW CLERKS OFFICE 

Charles>Ferguso&sq. 
WEITZ & LU XF,NBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

VITZ & BLAU LLP D A ~ G F ~ I R  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh 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 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD KUCZWARA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 190265/11 

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, 

all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation bf&d\th 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 29 2o12 

6 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190293/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

CHARLES LORNE CHIDESTER 

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 

dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed Corporation be a$ tk# s b  E 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAR 29 2012 

MAR 6 2 012 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

DARGER EFUUNTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, lZfh  Floor 
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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WENDELL CORWIN, SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190447/11 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed Corporation 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

K F P  6 7017 , 2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 

New York, NY 100 16 
(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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAXWELL DEER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190261/11 

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 

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 

rporation be a r f 2 h l s k  Gay dismissed with prejudice and 

MAR 29 2D12 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
ys for CertainTeed Corporation 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. He& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190248/11 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DELLARATA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon ts, all claims and cross claims against 

e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed Corporatio 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 6 2012 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Jo3%B& D 
hberg ,  Esq. 
U N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

AKrneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 2 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1904294 1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SCOTT DEWITT 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 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and p” W E e r D  dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAR 29 2012 

MP.9 6 2 012 ,2012 

Charles Fe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

27th Street, 12* Floor 

s?3&--- 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN ALIPRANTTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1901 5 1/11 

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, 

n l a i m s  and cross claims against ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 6 2012 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Di 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 2 12012 



. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ENEA CARTELLI 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190309/11 

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 and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims d cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are &&$%smissed with prejudice and 
low 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 6 2012 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

GER ERFUNTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP P ttomeys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 2 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elizabeth Trifari 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120622/02 

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, D 
l@@rns and cross claims against #Kt%# ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas E. Williams 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J:) 
Index No: 106981/00 

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, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
~ ~ p i 2 j l 2  . 'th CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are ere y ismisse w1 prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a- \ k-l $2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C x  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

U 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. L' Judith A./Yavitz, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27h Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDEED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

PASQUALE VU010 and CARMELA VUOLQ 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 11 123(101 
123189-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 

MhR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania C o r p a r a t i o n , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r p ~ r ~ ~ i ~ n  NEW YO (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defmdant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M m 4  21,20321 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f.k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CSS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

BRUCE WALDMAN, as Executor for the Estate of SIDNEY 
WALDMAN, and MYRTLE WALDMAN, Individually, 

Index No. 105260-00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  - 
Defendants. 

MAR 29 2012 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

* hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against deferdant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Fb#lY RK 
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westi H s x E % k  

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
yuJ&& 24, zfJm i /  ‘i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. r &  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK C I N  ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

LINDA WELISCH, as Administratix for the Estate of ALBERT 
V.WELISCHAR, and LINDA WILCHAR, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WFINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

c. CORPORATION, -’. q- 
-4’ Defendants. 

Index No, 111236-01 
12182201 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
:y’ fi\ 5. X 

g * %* MAR 29 2012 
WHE$ERE, defeykht CBS Corpq n, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

.&J 

merger to CBS Corporation%wPennsylvani2 corporation, f/k/a West inghow@mbrporat ion (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request > -  st&man/ judgment in the ab&@&%$kase, pursuant to Civil Practice 
ERKS OFFICE 

Law and Rules Section 3212, 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

issing plaintiffs’ complant against defendant Westinghouse with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wittout costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
mm+ 21. zolz- 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5 Sedgwick Dennis E, Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, 
f/k/a Wes tinghouse Electric Corpora tion 
1 nree hateway ~ ~ 1 w r - 4  , 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, NbR 3J 1 m‘l 
Hon, S h e r w n  Heitler 

Q\& 
sKH * WQ 
- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
7 ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190407/11 

F. WALTER WIEBE 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 ts, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant CertainTeed 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 6 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



GORDON CONKLIN and JACQUELINE CONKLIN, HIS WIFE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

4520 CORP INC as Successor in Interest to  B.F. Shaw Inc., et al. 
including, GATES CORPOPATION, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 190423-2011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION, sued herein as GATES CORPORATION 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3222, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GATES with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

THE GATES CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ l z o ( \ , t .  

Erik P. Karst, Esq. 
Douglas von Oiste, Esq. 
Karst & Von Oiste, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintvfs 
19800 State Hwy 246, Suite 420 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Houston, Texas 77070 (973) 242-0002 
(281) 970-9988 

SO ORDERED, i 

MAR 0 2 2012 

N5/473 I3 Ivl  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW VORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ADRIENN SAIlTA, and FRANCINE DOUKAS, and SUZANN Index No. 104066-02 
SAIllA, as Co-Administraticesfor the Estate of FRANK SAIllA, 120392-01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSEELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

F I L E D  
Defendants. 

X 

NWL‘ YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware c o r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ F ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c e s s o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York e Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for Pluintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

IONIA M. SMALLEY, Individually and as Executrix for the Estate 
of ROY L. SMALLEY, 

Index N ~ .  110083-99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC,,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC,, successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELEURIC 
CORPORATION , F I L E D  

Defendants. MAR 29 2012 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware cor e’9 ~ # ~ g & 9 F F R ! 3 E e 5 5 o  r by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\,A 

Frank Ortit, Efq. ’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

L .  ‘:, (1 

a 4:)‘ 

* Sedgwick Dennis E. LLP ega, sq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, Successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

SIDNEY SMOLLER and HARRIET SMOLLES 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 121132-01 
111224-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC.,et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by m 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE E L E C T R l q \  e E 
CORPORATION, 

. 

Defendants. 
X 

NEVIJ ‘ORK FF\CE 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a D e l w m 6 t b @ # f % @ a  Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ amplaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ad without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M~letc\#,morsl 

Weitt Frank Ortiz, & Luxenberg Esq. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

s Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TI€ STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

BRENDA 1. TANNER, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM M. 
TANNER, and BRENDA 1. TANNER, Individually, 

Index NO. 10535401 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

1 e E D 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X NEW YCmK 
COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejldice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

SO ORDERED, 

" RG'Jd 5A iJLG* / *  

S W  



SUPREME COURTOF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

106021-02 
12 1ooe01 

JEAN B. TOWELL, as Administratix for the Estate of FRANCIS 
JOSEPH TOWELL, and JEAN B, TOWELL, Individually, 

Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

NEW vow 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corp i ;ly&Eia@n%F%&essor by em 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are herety dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-24, PI2 s Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I se Electric Corporation 
nter, 1Yh Floor 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 20‘2 



F I L E D  

X 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY and EILEEN O'MALLEY: 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 104537-02 
120399-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC, successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
y1Rc#ltC,W12- 

- > - - ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plointffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. > >  

SO ORDERED, 

: Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP sq. 

Attorneys for CBS corporation, o Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westing house Elec tric Corpora tion 

Center, 12'h Floor 

O2 MAR 2 I2O" 
&&4* /4 

$ ,VJU * a\\\-\ - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

THOMAS PEPINO, as Administrator for the Estate of HENRY 
PEPINO, and THOMAS PEPIN0,as Administrator for the Estate 
of MILLICENT PEPINO, 

Index No. 120390.01 
123935-01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC,,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merge 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION , 

. .” 
Defendants. 

X p4t:‘\l Y O t N  
CLERKS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware cor&&#&!~~/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
N I F d  tl ,  2 o I L  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f,k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Center, 1 1  Floor 

‘io 12 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW VORK CITV ASBESTOS LITIGATION NVCAL 

X 

NlKOLlNA PICINICH, as Administratix for the Estate of NlKOLA Index N ~ .  13 12 1901 
11641601 PICINICH, and NIKOLINA PICINICH, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AX. & $., INC,,et al., including 
CES CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

29 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a NE@fpJMR' Via s;czgr by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghous c g a w y . , e i P n  hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Megc4 E t . Z o 1 2  

Weitz Frank Ortiz, & Luxenberg Esq* P.C. ,7my Sedgwlck LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

ROBERT F. PORCELIA, SR. and GEORGIA PORCELLq Index No. 10628502 
12038&01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereitafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitt  & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

use Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LFIGATION NYCAL 

x 

JORGE RAMOS 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 11122742 
12346c~O 1 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC,, successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpor Nf&RM&f8@?kccessor by 

C o r n  
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M 6 W  A,, L , *>* 

- -  
24012 

I .. , ii, 1 
’% #:’qu> % 

*hi- i 

Frank Ortir, Esq. ’*% \$  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

stinghouse Electric Corporation 
teway Center, lfh Floor 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. k z  

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR 2‘ m2 Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

PASQUALE RASlLE and MARY RASLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 111218-01 
115624-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et ai., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

\AbR 29 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation,f/k/a Viyacr)@nc., successor by 

,\ + -  U‘J FF\CE 
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghous f+&J&@o%tion (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

couk 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M R K d U , W l L  L Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 

Weitz 81 Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
d”ark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOHN KEPTNER and SALLY KEPTNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 106462-00 
121987-99 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/b%k 
COlJNn c L 2 m ~ ~ ~ o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the abovcentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westirghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
H & , d a 4  20012 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintrfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

k Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP sq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 1F floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

URSULA SCHIMMEL, as Executrix for the Estate of EWALD C, 
LAWRENCE, and URSULA SCHIMMEL, as Executrix for the 
Estate of URSULA M. LAWRENCk 

Index No. 11684600 
15662-87 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

MAR 29 2012 
Defendants. 

X 
NEW yoRK 

KS OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpora t im&&k?nc. ,  successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rn Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH 1. MAIELLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 111222-01 
11581601 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX,  & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 

MAR 29 2012 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a ,,J,qjpHk successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation f/k/a Westingho&QU&im&nafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MkW 21, 2012 

h 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintgfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., succemr by metger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klex Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. 11886601 JEAN MARCIANO, Individually and as Administratix for the 
Estate of JACK MARCIANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AS. & S., INC., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware c o m m  & # a m G E u c c e s s o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westirghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  mdefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

VICTOR W. MASELLI and LILLIAN MASELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 11 97700 1 
111232-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., Including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Oefendants. 
X 14AR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation,m v t  Inc., successor by 
1s OFFICE 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a w e s t ’ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o r p o r a t i o n  (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
nh& a. 2012 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintij’fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporotion, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporatian, 
f/k/a Wes tinghouse Electric Corpora tion 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . . .-. - 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

Index No. 106035-02 
12 10040 1 

ROSE MASTROMANO, as Administratfx for the Estate of 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMAN0,and ROSE MASTROMANO, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CES CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, I F L E D  

Defendants. l4AR 29 2012 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corportJbbfl*f&m%b#,ezor YORK 
N 

by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q-4 24 / ’., 5 1 0 1 2  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintflfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

6 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Es 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, u Delaware 
corporution, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/o Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

?, +- + - 
. ,* 

way Center, l Y h  Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S&ry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  
MAR 29 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW VORK 

X 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

100618-02 ANNE DIMAlTEI, as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
NICHOLAS FERRANDINO, 12042901 

Index N ~ ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARV 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WETINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~hlZc4+Zl, 20IL 

3 "  

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, lfh I r i  
Newark, NJ 07102 Mhfi? 

Attorneys for Plain tvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 4 b+* * 
Hon. Sherr$ Kl&?heitler L,4*3 

kw- 



I- 

. . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

JAMES B. FLEMING and NOREEN FLEMING, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 119781-01 
111232-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. F I L E D  
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom hc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a West ingwu F M k  Cor tion (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the a oveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
p~~r( CLERK’S OFFBF 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dkmissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f l k a d  et, 2OiL 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint#fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, S U C C ~ S S O ~  by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

-1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

JODENE HUNTLEY and TOMAS P. HUNTLEY, as Executor of the 
Estate of WAYNE C. HUNTLEY, and JODENE HUNTLEY, 
Individually, 

Index N ~ .  11157199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECRIC 
CORPORATION, 

14AR 29 2fi12 

NEW YORK 

Defendants. 
x 

R ~ S  OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpoCr(aMS?@/&kcorn Inc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plointffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viocom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporoltian 

* “i., 
SO ORDERED, 

Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 2 bG 
d d  * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. 11807901 
111225-01 

MARION KENNEDY, as Administratix for the Estate of PHILIP 
KENNEDY, and MARION KENNEDY, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELlCTRlC 
CORPORATION, 

F I L E D  
Defendants. MAR 29  2012 

X 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a D e l a w a r e C ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ $ i ~ ~ . ,  successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

bated: New York, New York 
a p l l t / f  2 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq, 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Wes tinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 

I, WIS 

---+&Eark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, Nhv %@z 
/ A  cI. Q& 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. 11122601 
12254G01 

JOSEPH J. KENNINGTON and MARY KENNINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 

JMR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware c %wmKk/a r Viacom Inc,, wcessor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, w H f & ! & @ m % r p o r a t i o n  (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismksing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M 4  21, Z o t z  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, lih Floor 

& & . . + - P J e w a r k ,  NJ 071ihR , 2 0 , ~  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN E. 
BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually, 

Index No. 10276902 
12213&01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Weata/#d&!e$bctric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~/Sl1J912 * Dennis E, Vega, Esq. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

”? 
-,im,i, - 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK MAR 29 2012 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

X 

GEORGE T. BIRNE and ANElTE BlRNf 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 124198-01 
12043 3-0 1 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wthout costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * Dennis E. Vega, Esq 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

8/211201z 

Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE SWTE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
M R  29 2012 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON 

A 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK and MARGARET A. CAPEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 104515-02 
12039P01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC,,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporatlon, a Pennsylvania corporation,f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 
- \  ; %, ' I  4 \,, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. &*  - z Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
' i  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. " *  *. 3, Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys far Pluintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW VORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL f4M 29 2012 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AFD ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et at., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I -3/zt/zai;r- ,iP - .p.. 

I - e,. ". .. I 

. * \  ": - Frank Ortiz, Esq. "r 

Weitz 8r Luxenberg P.C. I) > % ,  Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dennis : E. Vega, Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delawore 
corporation, f/k/a Viacorn Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvaniu corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation - 

Floor Three Gateway Center: 13 h 

m a r k ,  NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

NANCY CONTINO, as Administratix for the Estate of 
NUNZIANTE CONTIN0,and INCORONATACONTINO, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successat by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

MAR 29 2012 

NYCAL NEW YORK 
COUND CLERK’S OFF ICE 

Index No. 11 123401 
119252-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMWRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/2i /2ats 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* . ‘  
rn Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, U P  Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacorn Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

use Electric Corporation 
Center, 12fh Floor 
02 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

DONALD PERRY and ANN MARIE PERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & $., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 

Index No. 109574-02 
120395-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
X 

MAR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westing o se E l & b w m t i o n  (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to IVII Practice 
L B U N n  CLERK’S OFFFE 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

b Dennis E. Vega, sq. **rrb yc Frank Ortit, Esq. *.*I %, 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 4 ,  Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintufs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CSS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corpora tion, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

q>a;nter;ih i; 20,* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

BERNHARD SCHlNDLERand ANN SCHINDLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 123457-01 
11 1227-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

MAR 29 2072 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., Successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a ~~$~~$$$!&r+mration (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ I r r l z o ~ ?  

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. *.*’ ”-4i‘“ 
* 5 I ‘1, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitt 81 Luxenberg P.C. “2, t, Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f /k /a  Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

Three Gateway Center, 12‘h floor 
Hewark, NJ3710 MAR 2 1 2(11z 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 111223-01 
120770.01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merge 
to CBS CORPORATION, fJk/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware cou&&&&&tf&@pjq~ Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ ’  a I ~ l l Z O l Z  

f f 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, o Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viocom Inc., successor by merger 
to CES Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

DONNA L. STEC, Individually and as Ploposed Administratix for Index N ~ .  100557-99 
the Estate of ROBERT EDWARD STEC, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et at., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC IF 1 E 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. MAR 29 2012 
X 

NEW YOHK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware ~ M T i L l r C E & W ! & Q f X l ~  successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+ . ; 7 ' *  :J 

k ')<\ 

+k J 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Wei t t  & Luxenberg P.C. 

SO ORDERED, w 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. - 
Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CB5 Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 MAR 2 1. 20'2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

WILLIAM WHARRY and CATHERINE WHARRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 121547-01 
111228-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

MAR 29 2012 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacorn Inc., successor by 
i ; ::.jc, 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Wesairrghorwsq Els,citi$F;4Qrpmittm (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 /2 I /Z 0 I2 

Attorneys for CB5 Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., S U C C ~ S S O ~  by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

117381-00 JUDITH FRASIEUR, Individually and as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of JACK L. FRASIEUR, 

Index N ~ .  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

F 1 L E D 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NEW YORK X 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.-2325=- Sedgwick Dennis E. LLP 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , a Pennsylvania corporation, 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She;r\j Klein Heitlet 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN and JANE MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 10953S02 
120395-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

! L E D  
AX. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC P 
CORPORATION, 

IAAR 29 2112 

tq”LVv YURK Nn CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware %&mtion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitt Frank Ortiz, & Luxenberg Esq. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

‘-* “*., \t 4. ,* 
> Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, U P  Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, Uth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW VORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NVCAL 

LOUIS MONTELEONEand IRENE MONTELEONS 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AX. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 11122601 
122427-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
X 

MAR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware carporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westin ~ 8 Y S ~ f g l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e r e i n a h e r  
“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
* Ma4PLcCU,zo13. 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporo tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

e++’-- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

& v d ’  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

BARBARA NOBLE PAPP, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT Index N ~ .  103681-02 
120393-01 J. NOBLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AS. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC.! successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

NEW YORK 
I OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware m ~ k @ % % ~ c o r n  Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
’ @WtzG%ars 

<‘*L Frank Ortiz, Esq. X h  11% 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

”B :d 

1 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

- 
Three Gateway Center, lfh Floor 

HAR 2 ark, NJ 07102 2012 

CIT a /- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO and DOROTHY PELLEGRINO, Index No. 103336-02 
12039601 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARV 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AS. & S., INC,, et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 
X MAR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, ~ ~ V ~ J Q K I  Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a w e s t i ~ l ~ ~ ~ p ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h ~ r e i n a f t e ~  

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint zgainst defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutcosts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
mlwlamz 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintflfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, lih Floor 

I - \  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THESTATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

PETER DlMARTlNO and PHYLLIS DIMARTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 11122G01 
122530.01 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., including 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. MAR 29 2012 
X 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware c ~ , & ~ ~ Q P P E l C B u c c e s s o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation,f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M A U 4  Zl,2012 

I I ,  ‘ , t d ’  I b ? 
~4 I, ,”* 

Frank 0t-hTE;Gr 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

W Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

/ Three Gatewav Center, 1Yh Floor 
k, NJ 07102 

I I X V #  
W 

Hon. S G K l e i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

WILLIAM J. DOWD and JOAN DOWD, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 10814602 
12213S01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 

X MAR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f&&#iW&lnc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a W e s t i n ~ ~ y ~ n e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e r e i n a f f e r  

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

"& .t 7 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 3> h 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. ilh 

s Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

NJ 07102 

MAR 2 1 2Ol2 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SheFKlein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NEW YORK 
couNn CLERK‘S  OFF\^^ IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGAllON NYCAL 

X 

RAYMOND 1, FARRELL and CAROLE A. FARRELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 115803-05 
125779-99 
104742-00 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM NC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

k Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h FloQr 91 

so ORDERED,& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

12390901 
12039G01 

VlTO CANNIZZARO, as Adrnlnistrator for the Estate of VINCENT 
CANNIZZARO, 

Index N ~ .  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX, & S., INC., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 

MAR 29 2012 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/hgwmcTcp., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a W e s t i n g h ~ ~ ~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i n a ~ e r  

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a d  without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAlrctlZ I, 2012- 

” * ”  
t \  

Attorneys for Pluintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

b Sedgwick Dennis E. LLP ega, Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, u Deluwore 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporution, u Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Wes tinghouse Nec tric Corporation 
Threesateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon, Sherrv Klein Heitler 

MAR 2 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

108353-00 ROSALIE FERRANTI, as Administratix for the Estate of RICHARD Index N ~ .  
M. FERRANTI SR., and ROSALIE FERRANTI, hdividually, 112457-00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

MAR 29 2GI2 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A, > , ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. %" Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plajntvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

''IP % 7 L  4 4  + - ""? 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, o Delawrrre 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvonia corporation, 

Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

SANDRATHOMAS, as Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES Index No. 190027-09 
111229-01 
11960S01 

THOMAS, and SANDRA THOMAS, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY,et al., including 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
t o  CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. fOM 29 2012 
X 

M W  YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware comm f R B w p m g U c c e s s o r b v  

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plzintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with pejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. b*4qfy 
%J 

<. 
Weltt  & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint,ffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kley Heitler 

~ Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, I I  Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, llh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 



SUPREME eOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. 10555940 JANICE ROTUNNO, as Executrix for the Estate of DENNIS 

ROTUNNO, and JANICE ROTUNNO,lndividually, 104453-97 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

113281-97 
11 115G98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER AX. & S., INC., et at., including 

CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor bv merger - 
F I L E D  to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

CORPORATION, 

MAR 29 2012 Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corp 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

‘z 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 n, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

se Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, MAR 3 .1  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

121732-01 EDWARD J. BANG, as Executor for the Estate of FREDERICK E. 
BANG, 

Index N ~ .  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AX. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

F I L E D  
Defendants. MAR 29 2012 

X 

NEW YoRK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpo&3dJ’f)%)~t$??%kr by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MWl( 21.201s 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, u Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAT) 7, 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

MICHAEL WING and MARGARET WING 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 1163242003 
121905-1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PROUJCTS COMPANY, et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

F I L E D  
Defendants. 

X 

NEW YORK 
CLERK‘S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corp&%!?/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corpration 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz 81 Luxenberg P.C. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, CY Delaware 
corporation, f /k /o  Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporotion 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 116800-2007 
120296-1999 

KELLY A. MAHAR, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. MAHAR, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

F I L E D  A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANV, et  al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

CORPORATION, MAR 29 2612 

Defendants. NEW YORK 
x COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a WestinghouseElectric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the abaveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York : Dennis E. Vega, sq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, u Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westingho use Electric Corpora tion 
b f % t e w a y  Center, 12fh Floor 
ewark, NJ 07102 

M U  a , a  2- 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 9. 2012 

6fiH Rcvd 8 b  Dtd’ -’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

CHARLES F. RAM& 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 102737-02 
12213&01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

CORPORATION, F I L E D  
Defendants. 

X MAR 29 2012 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation&&y&ffp Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation,f/k/a WestiG@klbk~f&&@k%@%t&&( hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

> Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporution, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Center, 12‘h Floor 
02 

SO ORDERED, M h o  9 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

KENNETH A. FINING and CAROL FINING 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 1182792003 
118502-1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

[ L E D  A.C.& S. INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., succasar by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, MAR 29 2012 

Defendants. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, 
Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for CSS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacorn Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

a / m a f e w a y  Westinghouse Electric ~en;;;~~~;o;g,~ Corporation 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CI lY  ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. WILLIE MAEGILLIAM, AS ADMlNlSTRATlX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF WILLIAM H. GILLIAM,and WILLIE MAE GILLIAM, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

120715-2003 

111066-1998 
11328G1997 

1 0 3 7 ~ ~ 9 9 7  

N, OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

F I L E D  A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 

CORPORATION, MAR 29 2012 
Defendants. 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICE x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporatio&?P/k!&om Inc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
291s 

Frank Ortir, Esq. 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint&fj% 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

Dennis E. Vega, E s q . u  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, o Delaware 
corporution, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvoniu corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, lz"h FI 
Newark, NJ 0710HAR 2 l"wlz 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

10201~2002 EVELYN M. HARRIS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS ADMlNlSTRATlX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WARD EVERT HARRIS 

Index No* 
iiio6ai998 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
COR PO RAT1 0 N, 

Defendants. MAR 29 2022 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/kB mlgQr(p\&or by G O W N  !YORK 
merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Weslinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the abovcentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delawure 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporution, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westing ho use Electric Corpora tion 

=--way Newark, NJ 07102 center;::;; 20,2 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF Index No. 116323-2003 
CHARLES W. DOUGLAS 118505-1998 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpot@@gF317//6XE8b%l@%&ssor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ZL 201% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporution 
Three Gatewav Center. lfh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

7102 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 10485&2005 
103611-1997 
1096761999 

PATRICIA CLIFF, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OFGEORCE 
H. CLIFF, and PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY 

111061-1998 
11327S1997 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et  ai., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, fAM Wnp., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled ca!##&@&to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Wes tinghouse Electric Corpora tion 
Three Gateway Center, lih Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

n 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

Index No. 1251342000 
1039391999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by me 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

1 b E e> 
Defendants. MAR 29 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' conplaint against defendant 

Westinghouse with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andwithout costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
PI. 201% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, E s q . u  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 1Yh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

MAR 2 1 m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 1120462006 
106645-1997 
112622-1999 

X 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

111065-1998 
113281-1997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et at,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

\4AR 29 2Ol2 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., suaessor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse NTy EI&6W cLER H k r e i n a f t e r  

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entit%%!ase, purs%ivil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissedwith prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delowore 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Newark, NJ 07102 ~~,~ c r t k e n t e r ,  1ih;;; 

SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 110031-2005 
1085991999 

ROSE VENTRY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALBERT 
VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, INUVIDUALLY, 

Plalntiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOLGE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

.. 
Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corpo ~ ~ @ & ~ ~ $ ~ @ E ~ b & e s s o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
21.20 1 2  

Dennis E. V e E  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CES Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

ay Center, 12fh Floor 
7 102 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 102192-2005 SHEIL A. JOHNSON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON and SHEILA A. JOHNSON, AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE OF PATRICIA JOHNSON 

1007692003 
i327ai989 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et al., including F I L E D  
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW k L l l h  
COUN’TY CLElX’S OFFICE 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacam Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF MORRIS CLEMONS, and DOLORES CLEMONS, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

AS.& S. INC., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 102423-2002 
103612-1997 
111061-1998 
1132791997 
116634-1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

F I L E D  
MAR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a V i a g w w w S S o r  by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse ~ I e c t r i c C 6 ) ~ f j f i R F F t C E  

"Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

9 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 
Westinghouse Electric Corpora tion 

Attorneys for Plaintflfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Gateway Center, 13h Floor 

Newark, NJ 07102 q6"CL 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
I 

IN RE NEW YORK ClTV ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

11204&2006 
108713-2001 
1219111998 

LINDA A. HUSSAIN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH CLANG, 

”“’ No* 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECRIC 
CORPORATION, MAR 29 2012 

F I L E D  

Defendants. NEW YOHK 
X COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-ec- 

Frank Ortir, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Phintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Vork 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS corporation, o Pennsylvania corporation, f/Va 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

105877-2002 MARION BARTHOLD, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE Index No’ 

OF WILLIAM C. BARHOLQ 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

49961989 
18179-1987 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S, INC., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM NC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. MAR 29 2012 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a V i m m w c e s s o r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a W e s t i n g h o u s e C ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ f t e r  

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  cedefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York e Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f /k /o  Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ania corporation, f/k/a 

SO ORDERED, &* / 
0, 

,l 

4 0  43 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 8 ’  

* PW 
*r 

4’ 
d. .- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 115563-2005 
105232-1998 
11103&1998 
122431-1999 
121762-1997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.C.& S. INC., et al., including 

CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
MAR 29 2012 

X !dEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, ~ ~ ~ ~ L l ~ ~ I & q E p p ~ & m m e r g e r  

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
: Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, U P  Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a 

J * d .  f //5= 
s -4- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ..d ” d- 

*. - 
4 -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of MARTIN MIWALSKI SR., and DONNA MARIE 
MICHALSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff($), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. INC.et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mrger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

100021-2007 Index No. 
10149&1997 
1110351998 
113280-1997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

F I L E D  

NEW YORK - - .. - 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware C o r p o r a t i d a P ~ i ~ ~ b y  merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

e Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for C5S Corporation, a Dduwore 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
ateway Center, lyh Floor 

vj+R 2 3 m‘?? 
SO ORDERED, 

q$. / Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
*h u. 

5 \\J>* 
1 

4 t - I  



MURRAY BLONDER AND BENITA BLONDER, Index No.: 190370-2011 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e t  al. including, 
GATES CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION, sued h e r e t q m M O R P O R A T I O N  
COUNTY CFFivS 9FFIFE hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to IVI rac ice aw and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GATES with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, a l l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

THE GATES CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 

NJ/473132vl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F I L E D  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X MAR 29 2012 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
NEW YORK 

X COUNTV CLERK’S OFFICE 

WALTER W. WILSNACK and FRANCES WILSNACK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 11 1909-2002 
107001-2002 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler LLC sued herein as “Foster Wheeler Corporation” hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler LLC with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Foster Wheeler LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F 4 ,  /7, ,7-0/2, 

r 

PhLn Alvarado, Esq. S t e p h e w  idis, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

-. 

NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. WALTER W. WILSNACK and FRANCES WILSNACK, 111909-2002 
107001-2002 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et  al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
COR PO RAT1 0 N, 

F I L E D  Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/mRam ~2successo r  by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuanJ‘gBqyjJ@-actice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

c;{Ju;.r i 1 ULLL h i ‘  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 

L k Stephen No dis, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Celaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to  CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

- /7,?, O ( Z  
”---.-. 

/- //Ad &/ 
Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintzfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ouse Electric Corporation 
Center, 12th Floor 

Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

flhR 211Q‘1 
-3’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 190319-2011 MARK ROCK and SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiff (s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCIS CO. et at., including, 
GATES CORPORATION, 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION (hereinafter “GATES”), sued herein as GATES 

CORPORATION hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defend 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

t G 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims s t  defendant 
MAR 29 

GATES be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
P?hRcd r3.20rz 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFEE 

< 

Patt i  Burskyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, l Z t h  Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c 

PETER P. HONAN NO OPPOSITION JMn 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be e D e b y  dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York$I~~ Y g k  

(\ ~ ~ t o ~ u ~ o ~  c 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1695030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  
MAR 29 2012 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Index No. 11 1994-2002 
RONALD J. DEON and LINDA M. DEON 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC sued herein as "Foster Wheeler Corporation"' 

hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/21 / Z O l 2  

e 7 Z J ?  
Matthew T. Maclntyre, Esq. / 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 h  Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NY C 
X 

X 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. CARR et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 114016-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., inc.Jding 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as 'I Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all c I a i F n f  c b  e s m i n s t  

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 
312 I /  zo12 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

..-, 
Matthew Maclntyre, E s q . d  
Weltr & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark NJ 07 102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 2. 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR 3.1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
X 

Index No. 190445-2011 GEORGE 1. SANTIAGO and RUTH SANTIAGO, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et ai., including, 
GATES CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION (hereinafter “GATES”), sued herein as GATES 

CORPORATION hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant GATES with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

F I L E D  ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a d cro s c s against defendant 

h%k 29 2012 GATES be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ 1 2 l l 2 0 l 2  

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 12012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190299/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ . . _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ . . . ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ . . ~ . ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ - - . ~ ~ ~  
This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE W. SMITH 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

tksE aCjlereby dismissed with defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
MAR 29 9012 

David A. Chandler, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

rk 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlQU NYCAL 

LISA A ZYUYZ, as Personal Representative for the Estate of Index No. 100622-02 
CHARLES M. DALY, 12042901 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,et al., including 
CBS CORPORATON, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merge 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRI 
CORPORATION, F I L E D  

Defendants. 
X 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a D@ypj~mmW fjjl$$iQlkcom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  cedefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Dennis E. Vega, Esq. a 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. L  

. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/o Viacom lnc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/o Westing ho use Electric Corpora tion 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No. 111234-01 PATRICIA FAGAN, 
119237-01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AS. & S., INC., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

p , R  29 zQ‘‘ 

GLEB 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporati n, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a West inghouswX $&(hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above(5@&’&%xise, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghousewith 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Carporution, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/u Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/u Westing house Electric Corporation 

Floor 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190332/10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET GOGEL, as Executrix of the Estate of 
WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL, deceased and 
CATHERINE JOSEPHINE GOGEL, Individually, ~ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ul. 

Defend ants 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no oppositio H E E D  t er to 

ORDERED, that upon noM% tz $QBpdefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, I i N E m d h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejiidice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Dated: Ncw rk, N w York 
-*,q 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4’ Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

I .  

11 22-241 38 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

____ 

Index No.: 119673/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALEXANDER ZABLOSKI, 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

plaintiffs complaint against I&fqpMt qM#l-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon n&@YJ' 

Frank Ort-erz, Esq. ><*;41*8"; JeriiiiM E. a d n e r ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.&&$ 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

I "3 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
1212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue. Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 124489/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL W. RICICARD, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MC & h & b y ~ u ~  Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law MhRy$ Bp Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLsun with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, NEW YORK 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co%%%nts, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

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 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107 100/02 

JOHN L. SALTZER, 

Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCL IN b quests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Eac\c&!,apan!Rules  Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- &*2Wh prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d b % ~ ~ # E l G & s  and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same @%!%y dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party# 

CL 

Dated: 2012 
New Yor , New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 124444/02 

JOSEPH SYRACUSE, 

- against - 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

prejudice, and there being no 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same arekf&rdry-Wnissed with prejudice and without costs 
COUNTY C L E ~ K S  OFFICE 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2012 

Jennif& L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

/ 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 113566/02 

GILBERT EUGENE CARMAN, 

Plaintifqs), 

- 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 Pra 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Section 3212, dismissing 

and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen MAR&s2@ claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are her&@@iqq&pd with prejudice and without costs 

'OUN JY CLERK'S to either party. 

Dated: 3 I \ 3 ,2012 
Nkw York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
W eil -McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New Y ork, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 124339/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

THOMAS HYNES, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAXN, 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 F i l - b c b n  E o e j u d i c e ,  and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-&&t$& claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hert&diWlfified with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: ,2012 

I 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

/ '  

SO ORDERED, w- WhR2@ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

b d  ' 
4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107103/02 

LAWRENCE G. MANNING, 

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, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same mr@$a$hissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
N t W  YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: 31 19 ,2012 

New Yor , New York 

A 
-%-: 

*kL%\ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %,*.* 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

4 731% 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105456/98 

ROBERT G. ANDERSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

I WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice W a E P  to a co- e en an s, all claims and cross claims against 

opposition thereto, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same HA@e@q&rnissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

i 

i NEW YORK -.... 
COUN’P/ CLERK’S OFFICE Dated: 31 1 ,2012 

New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAJMEY, LTD. 
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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RALPH BLANK, 

P lainti ff(s) , 

- against - 

D fendants. 
MAR 29 5012 

Index No.: 125260/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOR$; 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, 

ORDERF,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, otd: 



. 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 107403/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GLENN R. CARLISLE, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u f n dti&,E cb;lefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the m e  

to either party. 

Dated: 3)  I 9 qmnCLERK'SOFFlCE 

 MA^ 29 Wit 
NEW YORK 

New York, New York 

EGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 126686/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAYMOND NODELL, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
WEE-MCLAIN, et al,, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
-- . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that uion notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

#%ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and 

NEW YORK 
to either party. 1 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: ,2012 

New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, hT 10022 

New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR 2 1 2o12 



Santos Assenzio and Annatolia Assenzio, Index No.: 12-190008 

WHEREFORE$ defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and t h w a e a r e b y  12 dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, A 
Won. S: 

h%&AdPO%W/’ 
Richard P. O’Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27*h Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
212.609.6800 

N -  

ME1 12828276v.1 



Index No(s).: 108845-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
F I L E D  CASIMXR STASZAK 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER MAR 29 2012 

sl&C, hereby requests summary judgment in the 
WH"REFORE,&&&!l+~& YOR 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs coinplaint against defendant Piieurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneunio Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attoineys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4"' Floor 
New York, New York 10004 t 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



MAR 29 2012 



This document relates to: 

PHILLIP A. RETAN Index No.: 103869-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneuino Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 981-4501 Ext. 25 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



This document relates to: 

RALPH VINCENT Index No,: 103443-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

MAR 29 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-3 \ \3 \\a 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 981-4501 Ext. 25 

SO ORDERED, 



LOUIS SILBERT - 1  n Index No(s).: 124441-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MAR 29 MOTION AND ORDER 
X ---___-----___----_I_______I____________----~-------~---------_----~"-_- 

NEW yoRKo~~\CE 
WHEREFOREc~~i i lL !@&%~ Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3\\3 \\s 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4*" Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

so ORDERED, 



. . ... . - 

This docuinent relates to: 

CHARLES JOHNSON 

F I L E D  
MAR 29 2012 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index No(s).: 121477-02 
10591 7-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant Piieumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

_ll_"" , 

c4.z Alfred Sargente, Esq. 
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 41h Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Piieumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



t . 

This Document Relates To: 

SOPHIE ANN KENNY, 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

CBS CORPORATION, f/Wa VIACOM INC., 
successor by merger to CBS CORPORATION, 
f/Wa WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, et al. 

Index No.: 190446-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

MAR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-I8 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
4- . &._ -.d - -  \-\ \ L & W  * w v  



+ T  
SWREMkCOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

ENEA CARTELLI,, Index No,: 190309-11 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P r a ~ ~ ~ ~ r S r ~ ; i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ t i o n  NI W Y  ~ 3 f  < 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCOWORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: 20'L 
Ne York, New York e 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

BMATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, MAD 9 1 3n13 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NEAL P. IZZO and CAROL 1220, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

CBS CORPORATION, flWa VIACOM INC., 
successor by merger to CBS CORPORATION, 
flWa WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190428-13 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  
MAR 292012 

NEWYORK -' 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: m T i 2 o ! r  
,bkP$ork, Ne York 

Lis&fPascarella, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F\AR 2 1 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

32) 528-8888 

& Dtd; 



WENDELL CORWIN SR. and ALICE 
CORWIN , 

Index No.: 190447-11 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et sl. 

Defendants, 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L%wENoR les Section 3212, dismissing 
COUNTY CL- 'S QFFICE. 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORAFbb with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

7 Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway BIRD INCORPORATED 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GEORGE L. SANTIAGO and RUTH 
SANTIAGO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190445-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ORDER 

Defendants. F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/WWMQ3RICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE T 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 w Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190258-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D i  A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. 
MAR 29 2012 

n 

NEW YORK 
N CLERKSOFFICE ' 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., w a  &ERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jut 2D/Z 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 uan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

6 Lisa . Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa  American Standard, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 



ARLENE A. LABOCCETTA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

CBS CORPORATION, flWa VIACOM INC., 
successor by merger to CBS CORPORATION, 
f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION., et wl, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190260-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  

NEW YW{K 
COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for PIaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

New Je s 
(732) 528-8889?,$+ 

&()la* A 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFiK 

IRA FRIEDMAN, 

Plaintiff@), 

"against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successar-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190239-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f / k / , ' , & m m @ ! D ,  INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flwa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

6 . Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ................................................................. 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ................................................................. 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190266-1 1 

JOHN R. FRANKENBERG, JR., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID CORPORATION, as successor- 
by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al. F I L E D :  

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa  American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 

(212) 558-5500 rsey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WENDELL CORWIN SR. and ALICE 
CORWIN , 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190447-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F U € D  
WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, WC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu #k &i%&tice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, N m @ S  INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

- 
Charles Fergusoi, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

(212) 558-5500 an, New Jersey 08736 

MbR 2 1. m2 
SO ORDERED, 



ENEA CARTELLI,, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No,: 190309-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al., 

Defendants. e E D 

WHEREFOREy defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the a b o v e - e n t i t l e & ~ ~ ~  %X%actice Law and Rules Section 
NEW YORK 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARDy INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US I N C ,  f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: mum w 2OJz 
W t o r k ,  New York 

CharI--”% son, sq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN ALIPRANTIS and BARBARA 
ALIPRANTIS, 

Index No.: 190151-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a F I L E D  
Defendants, 

MAR 29 2012 
._ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMf#&N STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Charles FeFson,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

6 Lisa . Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Xnc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

I A ( 7 3 2 ) 5 2 8 - 8 8 8 8  I 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Reitler 



JOHN ALIPRANTIS and BARBARA 
ALIPRANTIS, 

Index No.: 190151-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPoRATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
MAR 28 2u12 

plaintiff's complaint against defendants, BIRD IN and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r Lisa . Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 



This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD KLIS and RUTH KLIS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index NO,: 190310-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa f&&&Jf@TANDARD, TNC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case @%(ractice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against d e f z T R A @  %,@eC., f/k/a AMEEWAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

CLFR 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: k ,  2012 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fk/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 asquan, New Jersey 08736 

) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

/ '  M hQ 

,' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ------_r_f_----_l--_r_______l___________~------"--------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X Index No. 190077/11 ---_---_l__-------r"_______l___r_l______------"---------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM PISANO, JUDGMENT MOTION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, 

"against- 

ABEX CORPORATION., el al., 
Including, ROCKWELL AUTOMATION, INC,, : 

\ L E D .  Defendants. 
X __rl_--ll--r______-l_________________1__----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Rockwell Automation, Inc., forme 'flji&pyymPockwell 

International Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissifi@&!iRi#h complaint against 

N&tiW 
ERNS OFFICE 

defendant Rackwell Automation, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Rockwell Automation, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York k m ,  5 , 2 0 1 e  

I_ I Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3'h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

M e L R O Y ,  DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1300 Mount Kemble Avenue P.O. Box 2075 
Morristown, NJ 07962-2 
(973) 993-8 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 126937/02; 105608/03 

ANDREW KING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be an%@ &&&& hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&J 9 ,20& 

New York, NY 10003 

Wlen Antoniou McGowdhsq .  
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24t Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

3: 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 2012 

1691239 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

ANTHONY CORINO 

_ -  (Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190351/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a P l ~ ~ ~ s u a i m s  against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dishissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 7i:fiw Y ork 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YQRK 
C0UN"W CLERK'S OFFICE 

?~ .Ash! (6- 
Danny R. Kraft, Jr., Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

VAR 9 * 1  2012 

1695030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAMUEL OSBORNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the f & e \ r b $  f i i s s e d  with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York LL'Lq, ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'"TED, so OkUCl 

1704052 

b J.S.C. 
MAR 3. -I 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_________. "*_1__.._____________._______*....-.-"-........~.....-.... 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

.._-. ............................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 1041 39/08 

FRANK M. COLLORA and NINA COLLORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMlENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eatan Corporation, as successor in interest to Cutler- 

Hammer, Inc. ("Eaton"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no oppositio 

OmERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all g ~ e  gnaQoss-clairns 

against defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi d without 
NEW V Q R p  

costs, COL,'u-N &L,idS Gr"FGE 

Dated: New York, New York 

7Gabriel b, Ferandifisq. 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Eatan Corporation, as SUCC~SSC 
in interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs LLP 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
WELER-DO=- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant BOILER COMPANY, 

without prejudice, and there being no o p p % - ~  t L t  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

prejudice and without costs. 

are hereby dismissed without 

Dated: 03.16. 12 
Harris0 < 
WEITZ & LUXENElERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintip 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
hZELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

[-Rei tler 



JOHN F. NICHOLSON, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SLJMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X --llrrrr__-_--______"-----"------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPAb@$ie&k?\e 12 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 0%" b3 \a 
Harrison. N e w Y m h  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-5500 

I ---a 

MARIN GO~DMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190348/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint aga 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
M ~ R  29 Io'' 

ODERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ,all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
Yo~i~'oF~\cE 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMP&y&%e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
C ' W  

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
23.. I L  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq, 
MA€UN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
This Document Relates to: 

~ summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 190293/11 
CHARLES LORNE CHIDESTER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen cross claims against 

dismissed with defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company b 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1722556 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ............................................................ 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190243/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_____........_______ ________________l___.....---------..........-~-- 

"*' This Document Relates to: 

ALPHONSE MAGLIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o - d e f e n p s l a l b a i E  G r o s s  claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 

David A. Chandler, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1695030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RALPH F. LUISI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAXN, et al., 

F \ eQts. 

" ,,- y * 

Index No.: 12445102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERE FORE, Defendan@@@ ereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, p u r s u @ , m & % z w  gs and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLaF with ,,prej d there being no -1 opposition thereto, k. h 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantstil#, $,aim p d  cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 
1 6  ) J ~ ~  ,,$ t i l lb l  

NCW YC)fIK 
GlNNIY CLLPIK'S OFFICE 

to either party. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
rireatkers, Esq. 

I Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & M A H O m ,  LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DELLARATA AND MADALENA 
DELLARATA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, ET AL., et nl. 

De fend ants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J .) 

Index No.: 190248/1 1 ,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company f/k/a Monsey Bakor, f/Wa Monsey Products, 

hereby requests summary judgment in e, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Henry Company f/k/a 

MAR 29 2012 
Monsey Bakor, f/k/a Monsey Products, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Henry Company f/Wa Monsey Bakor, f/k/a Monsey Products, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Henry Company f/k/a Monsey Bakor, f/k/a 
Monsey Products 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

\ J  A .  I n  

Attorney &+ for Plaintiffs d W I L  I, 
Dellarata, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 /- 

(212) 558-5500 
> ,  

SO ORDEIIED, 
J&+Zi&y Kkin Heitler 



ORIGINAL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff Jack 

Tolorneo 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 above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, a h 1 e ing E p p o n  thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby d i m  I!% &#I $&dice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York NEW YOWK 
3 ,  I? , 2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f /ka AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 

SO ORDERED I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
n 

- 

bana Northcraft, Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.5 5 8 3 0 0  

Attorneys for Plaint& 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
: Index No.: 100865/00 
x _1____"_1111______1__--------1-1-11-111---~-----~----"----1-~"--------------- 

This Document Relates to: : NO OPPOSITION 

RICHARD W. HAUPTNER : MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Richard W. Hauptner was expose a k s t E o D n i n g  product manufactured by 

Honeywell International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The 

Bendix Corporation (''Honeywell"). 
MAR 29 2012 

NEW H 
WHEREFORE, D e f e n d ~ ~ ~ & ~ ~ ~ ~ s t s  summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ a - k & Q  ,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

- 
Donald R. Puglies-sq. 
340 Madison Avenue 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 101 73 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f /wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest lo 
The Bendix Corporation 

New Y ork, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SO ORDERED 

Honorable Sherry K l h  Heitler 



4 

0 R 1 GI NAL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff 

Roland E. LaDieu, Sr. was F o l d  L a E b D - c o n t a i n i n g  product manufactured by Honeywell 

Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation MhllifM International Inc., formerly known 

("Honeywell"). 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defe@&l~@)f%iW&GH$l~uests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-0- \$ ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

340 Madison Avenue 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 173 

Attorneys for  Honeywell International Inc. 
f k / a  AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Cornoration 

New York, New York 10003 
212.558.5500 

Attorneys for Plaintgs 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

.I * 
&J 



- against - 

A.C.&S. INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 19029711 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WH-EREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. f/Ma UTICA BOILER hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 6 om ai Lgkt D n d a n t s  ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

f1Wa UTICA BOILER with prejudice, *Pr&mno opposition thereto, 

f l  NEW YORK 
ORDERED, that on notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendantsBCR I d R h  [ATIONEf!yi@. %!?flf?!&&LER, be and the same are hereby 

:osts. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

New York, New York 10036 

(2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleid-Heitler 

MAR c): 1 ?n1? 



- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190297/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, d M a x @ % C R  PEERNATIONAL, INC. €Ma DUNKIRK RADIATOR 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFF C 

CORPORATION hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR 

INTERNATIONAL, INC. f/k/a DUNKIRK RADIATOR CORPORATION with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

, INC. flWa DUNKIRK RADIATOR CORPORATION, be 

ssed with prejudice and without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Belluck & Fox 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



X/R WAS522.Wem!!OSJM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X -----------,-.',---,,,,,,,,,_____,_,,,,,"------------------------- 

MAXIMILIAN SPRENG and ANNALIESE 
SPRENG, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 19029711 1 

A.C.&S. INC., et al.; 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION hereby request summary 

judgment in the a b r p t t c g  p D a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
- 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint ag defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION with 
MAR 2 9 1 % ~  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
NEW yORK 

ORD ED, E COW ORATION fenda ants: all claims and cross claims against / T %  
defendan6R.b; BECKETT CORPORATJON, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



X:/AA-SSBI 2.&&NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

X 
C O ~ N T Y  OF NEW YORK 
--_------"-----__1"___ll_______rll_l____---------~""-----------"" 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 190223/11 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.; NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNA TIONALflWa UTICA BOILER hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATZONAL f/Wa 

UTICA BOILER with prejudice, and there E a o p p o s i t i o n  thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon &!to%, co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants ECR INTERNATIONA~&&# BOILER, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without c m  yORK 
coclN-fy CLERK'S OFFICE 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 3 I 1 11% 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

flkla 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, Kew York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



. 4' 

STJPFWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFtK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HERMAN SKOLNICK 
Plaintiff(s), 

-VIS- 

Defend 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRO 

Index No, 11-190122 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER FOR UNITED BRASS 
WORKS, INC. ONLY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, U n i N m m r k s ,  Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

above-entitled action, pursuantwu%actice Law and rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, United Brass Works, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against, 

United Brass Works, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 75- ,2012 --. 

MACKENZIE HUGHES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
101 South Salina Street 
Syracuse, NY 13202 

Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(M0187578.1 I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 19286/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 36 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-e e 4 c e p Eno Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a I s dants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, MR%%* 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

NEW YO!;OFF\CE 
ORDERED, that u w & ! # c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorney for Plaintiff 3 

- 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys forxefendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-3600 



X:/FB W 5 4 3 8 5 . A e ~ a L u r i 1 2 0 1  I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
MICHAEL V. MORENO, NO OPPOSITION 
____________l_____r_____I_______________------------------------- 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 190262/10 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitle %Ea s 1 p su E t o D i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defen 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ts FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 
MAR 29 

NEW YORK 
ORDERED, that upo~&!W3.lEEt&X3d%f&ks, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

n 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
in-Heitler 



X : / a t t 5 4 3 8 4 . A e ~ a L u r ~ l 2 0 1 ~  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
MICHAEL V. MORENO, NO OPPOSITION 
-------------rrll__l____________________------------------------- 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 190262/10 

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER INC. hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint ag S TURNER ZNC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for ATLAS TURNER, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

41 1 1 %  
Bren an T ly, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

e 
(212) 313-3600 

MAR 2 12012 



- against - 
A.C.&S. INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190382A 0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants 84 LUMBER COMPANY. hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-mtitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against -defendants 84 LU 

being no opposition thereto, 

COMPANY. with prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice Mm &!&ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants 84 LUMBER COMPANY., be ~4 the same& hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
.I -. i K('SCIFF\ 

~(-)UF.ITY Ukd 

New York, New York 10036 

A 

William A. Cooney, Esq. 
Attorneys for 84 LUMBER COMPANY 
B m y  McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X INDEX NO.: 07/107446 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES J. WOODS 

V. 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled ca & p  s Practice Law and Rules section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint ag k nst 1EtE$2 ef ER CHEMICAL CORP., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICA ~~8~~~~~~~ C hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Buffalo, New York 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Quaker Chemical Corp. 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, Ste 400 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 ‘Third Ave 
New York, New York I0022 
Telephone: 2 12-605-6200 

716-852-5875 

SO ORDERED, 
h1 0 I TQIZ 



ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix 
of the Estate of GORDON ROCKMAKER 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S) 

INDEX NO.: 05/110157 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

V. I L E  
SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et al. 

MAR 29 2012 
Defendants. 

d k W  YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

--"-"-------__1__---____l________l______-------------------------_ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R L I ~  Section 3212, 
dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Stephen A. Manuele, Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants, Selby Battersby. 
& co. 
110 Pearl Street, Suite 400 
Buffalo, New York 14202 
716-852-5875 

SO ORDERED, 

bm 0 1 m Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
( 4  



ELLEN ROCKMAKER, as Executrix 
of the Estate of GORDON ROCKMAKER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER-.CHEMICAL COWOMTION. herebv reauest I 

Plaintiffs. 

I Y nn , BpppEto Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's co&?8a &&&fndant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 

V. 

I with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

QUAKER CHEMICAL C O W  WpE.0 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 
Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Iieitler, S) 

INDEX NO.: 05/110157 

NO OPYOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

summary judgment in the abc 

1 .  . .. 

prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1. W L  Stephen A. M&-&lc, Esq. 
- 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants, Quaker Chemical 
Corporation 
110 Pearl Street. Suite 400 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

LEVY PI-IILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

716-852-5875 

SO y m  9 1.i1012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X INDEX NO.: 07/107446 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES J. WOODS 

V. 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDtiMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs Com ain & g &pt  &at, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon M\R no IC 38 #?o-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, SELBY BATTERSW@$@&e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York Buffalo, New York 

FELDMAN KTEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Selby Rattersby & Co. 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, Ste 400 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave 
New York, New York 10022 
Telephone: 212-605-6200 

71 6-852-5875 

SO ORDERED, & Hon. Sherry Klein Hcitler , . % m 0 t ZQY2 



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 su m jLk i R e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section q&$ @@&@g plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with p r e M F M t h e r e  being no opposition thereto, 
COUNP/ CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, NY 
$5 ,2012 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-8100 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13790221,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANDREW KING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-126937 

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 g plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Divisionhth brejudice, there being no opposition thereto, 
p 2.9 '? Y% 

ORDERED, that upon no\%e to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
\ &  !K 

\- \$I x'h FF\CE+ 
defendant Patterson-Kelley Divisio#ttpp$3h&)same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
c ( -J \ Jd  

Dated: New York, NY 

BY 

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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

13790221.1 



c. I I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defe e B  Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summ the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 
NEW YORK 

Patterson-Kelley D i v i s i o n ~ ~ ~ j ~ & ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e i n ~  no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

B 

.-  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esqy 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

16) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

h A h n  0 1 2012 

13790221.1 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

T r  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
TRU131 ROSENBERG, Individually and as the Executrix 
of the Estate ofJOSEPH ROSENBERG, 
V. h d e x  NO.: 03- 109000 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 
X 

-I 

WHEREFORE, Def R HEMICAL CORP., hereby request 
summary judgment in the ab g&igg, &j uant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER 
CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudi ing no opposition thereto, TtAIlYkBk 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants. all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, QUAKER C€b#&fIkM!K CORP., be' and the same are 
dismissed with prejudice wi&$!&%t@ERK'S OFFICE 

hereby 

-_-- 

Stephen A. Manuele, Esq. 
Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker 
Chemical 
The Dun Building 
1 10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New Y ork 14202 

Levy Phillips & Koiiigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13'h Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

71 6-852-5875 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests s 

Practice Law and Rules 

Patterson-Kelley Division with pr&j&&%%ere being no opposition thereto, 

case, pursuant to Civil 

complaint against defendant 

ORDERED, that upon noticM@%i'f($%&&ts, all claims and cross claims against 
COUNTYCLER 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-C 0, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Benjamin R. Dwyer h q .  
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

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 

+Ti SO ORDERED, 
\ *,u 

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 case, pursuant to Civil 

against defendant Practice Law and Rules 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejbh%e&l&&&e being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticemaJlw&fendants, all claims and cross claims against 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: l-sOy-, 
Samuel Goldbla Esq. 

WEITZ & LUX1 
Benjamin R. D G e r  Esq. 

ENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-8100 

r) 0 1 7sff SO ORDERED, 
kj 

13790221.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby r e q u F  &L+g@ in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Se t' n 3212 dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant h& 29 2b12 
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

NEW YQHK 
O R D E R E D , ~ ~ ~ ~ ' $ ~ e f e n d ~ t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

By: a '?$- 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer E 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

lo, NY 14202 
853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 0 1 3 N  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler +h kc, 

1378491 2.1 



1 -  t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X NYCAL -------3------------___I________________---"---"-----------"-------------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index NO. 02-1 19088 

X ............................................................................ 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
WILLIAM GOOLEY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
X -----_----I----_--_-______I_____________---------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, ~ g a r L P a ~ o ~ l l e y  Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Seck%'3!%h,%&issing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Div&.y-j#& e W, and there being no opposition thereto, 
KSOFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13784912.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GLENN R. CARLISLE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02- 107403 
02-1 14132 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT ' 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

e above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Division, hereby requests su 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 
PTjFEi'tfP 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejud MAR @, &#here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that qpmp$&F %#&-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
RKSOFFICE 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 
3! 1 , 2 0 1 2  

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

16) 853-8100 

1 7 N  SO ORDERED, 
) B L O  9 

13790221.1 



.E - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL __________________________l____l________---------------------------------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 00-108603 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JOSEPH QUINN JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X .......................................................................... 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X __________________r____________________r----------------------------"----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon E c J t o & l  c&&ts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley DivisioR& ";r$ t&jame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

r(\ > e & v c  fs , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

BY 

f 

Samuel Goldblatt, EsqTf 
Benjamin R. Dwyer E# 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 



.. . 

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 pi t k l  c e B a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, NY 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

By: KLq- 
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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

16) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, MAn 0 17n1f 

13688781.1 



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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon Pcl tkl G e f D a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division be and the m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 201i 

NEW YORK 
COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 

By: /Z&ht 7g- &+ By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 

h7%!cu h ~ z d l  , Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBgRG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
-8 100 

0 1 3 N  
SO ORDERED, 3 

sQt&* 
RCVd SK,, - 

13784912, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELAT TO: NYCAL 

JAMES 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10788/02 & 
106508/02 & 1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ED 
M@ 29 Zu'' 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

2012 

\ + I >  \,\ ~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.* -''< 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- +  Frank Ortiz, Esq, -+-\, 

Attorneys for Adience flww BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88245 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MAR 29 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 110714/02 & 

107003/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88242 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  

NEW YORK 
EILEEN CONDON, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN W. CAWLEY, NY?AbOUNIY CLERK'S OFFICE 

a- 

Plaintiff, Index No: 103746/2007 

WHEREFORE, defendant Fisher-Klosterman, Inc. (now known as BFK, Inc.) 

("Fisher-Klosterman") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Fisher-Wosterman with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Fisher-Klosterman, be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: I$qw York, New York Dated: New York, New York 

C h r i w e r  A. Rornanelli, Esi 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBURG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

February 23,2012 

Andrew J. Wells, Esq. 
PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorneys far Defendant 
Fisher-Klosteman, Inc. (n/k/a BFK, Inc.) 

Madison Avenue, 34th Floor 
York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

/ Doc # 05-414992.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LI?'IGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES '1'0: N Y CAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1607/02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

JOSE N. CINTRON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 117573/02 & 

107099/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E  D 
MAR 29 

WHEREFOREN@ Y &loBfd€&ce RK 
C y N f f  

f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the a ove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88940 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

/ ’  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

DONALD D. CHENEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120 109/09 & 

1 13280/02 

MAR 29 2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

e fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '\ * 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88939 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
SAM R. MOGAVERO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 & F I L E D  114876/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHI%kf8%, d efendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

MAR 29 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88285 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
JOHN J. KEOUGH 

F I L E D  
MAR 29 2012 

1.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106693/02 & 

1 15009/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHE&!ORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

r Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
Mill River Road 

Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88246 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 L- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

2012 
' I x  ~~ . r71 

JAMES R. FRITTON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 147 16/02 

F I L E D ,  
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
MAR 29 2012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

File No.: 473.88948 

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 
WILLIAM P. DOWDLE, JR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107403/02 & 
I14121/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHER&Ql+&-l@efendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
j u d g m ~ k t f 4 & ~ e - e n t i t l e d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ws OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88946 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
J A M E S F  I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18787102 & 
1 1 3276/02 

MAR 29 2012 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I \ l t V \ r  YOt3K SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

COlJNTY C 'LERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I 
\ * .  

+ 
" I  

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

- - A .  File No.: 473.88945 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry &in Heitler 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
THOMAS A. IRWIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109649/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER MAR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE d e f , # f & & a m & d a  Y U l i  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
CbUN 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ Frank Ortiz, & LUXENBERG, Esq, Pic. i j  M A R K ,  IL ,O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.88953 

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 
THOMAS HYNES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124339/02 & 
10 1994/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHF,Re%$e$h&nt Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

ant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing 

prejudice, and 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 4Im-k \ 4  ,2012 

M A  
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88952 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .G.  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOHN E. CISLER and CAROL CISLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190044/20 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 29 IN 

WHEREFORI&&&#@$~~66ober Building Supply fMa The Strober 

Organization, @&%!$ request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Strober Building Supply f/Ma The Strober Organization, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

LEW 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Strober Building Supply f/k/a The Strober Organization, Inc., be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.  date^^^^ L;iq ,2( 12 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w 

(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Strober Building Supply f/Ma 
The Strober Organization, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 569.93 142 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



. .  .=- 

I 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LAWRENCE G. MANNING I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107 103/02 

F I L E D  NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER MAR 29 2012 

WHEREFORE, d d f l M M W i e n c e  fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, 0' 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88963 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
DALE LYONS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12671 3/02 & 

F I L E D  1 10270/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

MAR 29 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIFE 
WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: <\I- \- 4 ,2012 
7 =_. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c. +u MARKS, LL, O'BFUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473,88961 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
RALPH LUIS1 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 178/03 & 
124445/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W H E R E l % k @ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * \ " <  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.88960 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

FREDERICK E. KNOPP I.A.S, Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 114065/02 & 

F 107400/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFCDER 

WHEREFOk," de&fi&iint Ahience' -f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

MAR '39 2012 

I?( , * I  I-  f-b 1,'K ;ppq'F 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

xZ&g+-- MAIRKS, ILL, O'BIUEN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

88956 

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 

RICHARD J. JASIENSK 

F l L L D  
MAR 29 2012 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18276/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-1 - 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88954 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JEFFREY A. ZAYAS and SUSAN ZAYAS, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 107 102-02 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
MAR 29 2012 - 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: > \ \ r \ \ ~  
New York, New York 

* 

Frank M. Ortiz, Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 rk, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 21. 2a12 



JEFFREY A. ZAYAS and SUSAN ZAYAS, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff( s), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 1191 15-02 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, endant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuan '1 t L i E P D i c e  Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint agains#&fi&$jaQII1&RANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, YORK 
' O U N n  CLERK'S ~ F ~ C E  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \ \ >  \ \ b- 
New YoAk, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, EsC 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n Alford Kneis, Esq. 
GATES LLP 

for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 w York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



ANDREA HAY WARD, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of HENRY J. : NYCAL 
HAYWARD, JR., and ANDREA HAYWARD, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No(s).: 126037-02 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
11 

~~~ 

W H E R p { E . & E a o R A N E  CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing above-entitled case, 
MPAR 29 2012 

plaintiffs' complaint against dcfendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition theMyNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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: 6'1 151 1% 
New York. New York 

K & I , ~ A T E S  LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARY FRANCES YOUNGER, Individually and : NYCAL 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
TRAVIS MACK YOUNGER, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff($), : Index No. 120397-01 

-against- 

A,C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitle case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 
f;AR 29  2072 

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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S e r r y  KT'ein Heitler 

1 

H N  3 1 7 ~ 3 '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARY FRANCES YOUNGER, Individually and 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
TRAVIS MACK YOUNGER, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

PI ainti ff( s), : Index No. 105054-02 

-again$ t - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint a&& &?e$!& CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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. 

/ Ma&w '-7 Park, sq. v;I.ctan * 'ford Kneis, Esa. 
I 1  

O L k L L  4 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&L GATES LLP 
6 o r n e y s  for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington A v e W  
New Vwk$TY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARY FMNCES YOUNGER, Individually and : NYCAL 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of : I.A.S. Part30 

' TRAVIS MACK YOUNGER, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 107624-06 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled F) l r E  'lllII) Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l l  co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 
COUNTY CL 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Mwd 12,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ork, NY 10022-6030 

599 Lexington Avenue 

SO ORDERED, 

M A R  2 I. 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 103870-02 

Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X -_______________________________________----------------- 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, MAR 2 9 2012 

ORDERED, that - W e  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: '';) 3 \ \ a- 

COUNT( CLERKS OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENB .c. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Alford Kneis, Esq, 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue , New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, @q-m900HaR 2 12012 
Hon. Sherry ein eitler 



1 

SUPREMI3 COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
CWJNlY OF NEW YORK 

INRE: NEWYORKCOUNm 
ASBESTOS LJIIGATION 

THIS DoclJMENT REFERS To: 

LYNNCANELLA, INDlVlDUALLY AND 
AS ADMMSTRATXX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN CANELLA 

P U t i f f ,  

NYCAL 
LA.S. PART 30 
(€&&lea; J.) 

I&X NO.: 10372947 

ICSW MECHANICAL ANT) 
KSW MECHANICAL SERVICES, INC., ET. AL. 

Defendants. 
1 3  D 

KSW Me&nicaI Services, h. also plead as KSW Mechanic& 

the abave entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 

defendants, KSW Mwlmid Servicss, h. and KSW 

hatby request 

3212, dismissing plaWUW 

being no opposition, themto, 

KSW Mechanical Servicm, b., and KSW Mechanical, be and the same are hereby dismiesed with 

prajudica and without costs. 

D a w  New York, New York 
March 13,2011 

L 32 
&l&s F, Olivim Patti Bllrshcyn, Esq. 

Attorney for P W i  
We& & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

Attornay for mfmdants 
KSW M.ecWd Services, hc. and 
KSW Mechanical 700 Bradway 
37-16 2Jd Street 

(718) 340-1409 
Long hlmd city, uy 1 1 10 1 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i 

I 
! 

i 

I 

I 
! 

1 

I 

i 
I 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

This Document Relates to: 
SOL SHARGEL 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Index No.: 103185/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. S M I T H  WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

X ------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BU LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-e&!k&@d case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules +&3@$2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM L L 6 ,  %th prejudice, and there being no 

MAR 

lERW8 0 F, 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooyyn, New York 
3 3 0  , 2 0 1 2  

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Sol Sharge l  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 





c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
-__-___-_--__-__-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

__-__-_l____-__-_l--_____________l__l_ 

This Document Relates to: 
TERRENCE WALSH 

X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 2 2 7 / 0 [  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X _-----_--------- ------------ 

LLC, hereby requests s u m a r  

case, pursuant to Civil Practic judgment id&~$~ove-entitled 012 

dismissing plaintiffs ' Complain 

with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t 1  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo lyn, New York 
? L o  , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Terrence Wal sh 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File N o . :  11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 





EDWARD KERN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X --l___--------r__---__l___r_____________---~----------------------~----- 

E€LL AS, E Defendant Howden North America, Inc. ("Howden"), requests Summary Judgment 

g 2012 
in the above-Me?l case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's 

complaint again gM-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Howden, 

A be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 3 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

Broolk$n, NY 1 120 1 
Counsel for Defendant 

I I Z 3 I -  gq 

"- 

SO ORDERED, 

00203041 .WPD 





1- . . - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL - - -_--------_-------- - - - - - - -_-------- -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X __-_-__-___- - - -____- - - - -_ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
This Document Relates to: 
JOHN J. MONAGHAN Index No.: 114568/02 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _  

WHEREF E, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 
MAR 29 df 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York 
, 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, Cullen and Dvkman LLP - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
John J. Monaghan Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t1' Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

O u r  File No.: 11084-1 

p.1m 2 12012 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X -_- - - - - - - - - -__-__-_______-- - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
KARL E. NEUBERT Index No.: 111823/02 

1 0 0 6 7 9 / 0 7  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

efendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

l$?j3! $&az Law a es Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

againsmWF& 

opposition thereto, 

RNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo lyn, New York 
, 2012 

-*4 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
K a r l  E. Neubert 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York,  New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERE 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
1 7 7  Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1125 
(718) 855-9000  





~ ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
X NYCAL ll--______ll----__l_----------_------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X ___-----l____------l____________l___l_ 

This Document Relates to: 
DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI Index No.: 1 2 3 9 7 0 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

j ~ ~ ~ t ~ n ~ ~ ~ o V e - e n ~ i ~ 1 ~ ~  case, pursuant to civil Practice 

Law and Rule ection §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 
WR 29 fblf  

against defendant B U N H A M  LLC, with prejudice, and there being no1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo lyn, New York 
&, 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Damiano Quattrocchi 
700 Broadway, gCh Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2834 
(718) 855-9000  

SO ORDERE 

MAR 2 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JULLAN L. ROBERTS 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 101965/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

j p + n  wrFD the  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

@'Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

t W H A M  LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 
Law 
against def FB 
oppo~&bfiifh NE* ereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
3 h d  , 2012 

L%' B w***x;r ~ Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Julian L .  Roberts 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 



c 

F 

C 

SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X - - - - - - -_____-------_-------- - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
CHARLES JOHNSON 

Plaintiff , 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 121477/02 
105917/04 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

hereby requests summary ORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

W % r @ R u l e s  Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

ant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo lyn, New York 
3 2 9  Y , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Char1  es Johnson 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERE 
MAR 2 12012 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2980 
(718) 855-9000  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL cl----------ll------------------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ I - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I  

This Document Relates to: 
JOSEPH J .  LAUER, SR. Index No.: 1 2 7 3 1 7 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . C .  & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X --------------------___________I_ \LED 

EFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgme& in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

wl4R 29- 

NEvJ;lar;s OFF@ 
I h J W  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
3 i Z J  , 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Joseph J .  Lauer, Sr. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORD 

,, 
Hon. Sher 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000  



This Document Relates to: 
JOHANNES DE VALK 

Plaintiff, 

- against - ; Oi r T E B E R  PRODUCTS C O . ,  et a1 * ,  

Defendants. 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

Index No.: 103181/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgm& ~&,s~\C%ove-entitled w case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
GOUNfl GLE 
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
3/12 U , 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Johannes De V a l k  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY 
X II______--______________________II____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X l l l l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
DOMINIC ELIA 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

F n W I k & € I s >  defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 0 3 3 1 / 0 3  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgHRR%i?o@e above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

G@dm~@&&%@$I~EBURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 
NEW YQRK 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
, 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Dominic E l i a  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 

* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_____-_--_- -_-__-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
JOAN M. COSBEY 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No,: 101129/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X I - ~ E  -Q __-- - - -_____-- - - - -__-- - -  

REFORE, defendant BUEWHAM LLC, hereby requests summar) 

judWEgia%he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law @f&y@&es Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

%#inst defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 
NTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
3 r” 2 0  , 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plainti 
Joan M. Cosbey Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Youk, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

MAR 2 12012 



E 

CI 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __I_______---_----_-____l___lll_______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __-____-__----__l__________II_________ 

This Document Relates to: 
SIDNEY L. BROWN 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 113731/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 
MAR 29 2012 judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

, , C L t H ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~  lfw 2' ( -  

Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
3 ? 2.0 , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
S i d n e y  L. Brown Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
+" - 

MAR 2 1 2012 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
JOSEPH E. CARR Index No.: 114016/02 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . C .  & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ....................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

29 judg t in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

§3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: yn, New York 
, 2012 

T Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph E. C a r r  
700 Broadway, 6‘-h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No,: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X __-- - - - -____-- - - - - -__-- - - - -_- - - - - - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO Index No.: 1 2 4 4 4 4 / 0 2  

Plaintiff , 

- against - 

PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants, 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

rno&*above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice c a i  
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
.? L 3 , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Gertrude Agrifoglio Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Yoxk, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Our File No.: 11084-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
ELMER ALBERICO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 114013/02 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 
X 

WHEREFOR defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

-------I-------------- 

MAR 29 2& 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law # E %of@tiGl€ion Y RK §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint c o d  c 
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook1 n, New York 
3y2 a , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
E l m e r  Alberico Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 

Hon. Sherry K. gei t ler  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X -____-- - - -_- - - - -_- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___l---____----l---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE E. ALLEN 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 122052/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar: 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

a g a i n F d l f r d E  P A M  LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

O R D E # h ! % , 2 $ d g  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross $$J&NWRCllgainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witk 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook1 n, New York 
3 L  , 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
George E. Allen Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 

MAR 2 1 fo12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _--________I-----_____________II______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___-------_-_-------- - - -_-------- - -__- 

This  Document Relates t o :  
ANTHONY J. MIGNONE, SR, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO 

Def endan 

, et al., 

S .  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 101955 /03  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests 

!8u%k~!2 judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
NEW8@!%e La and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs’ 
p( CLERK’S OFFICg 
Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. L % < q .  A;,L 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %;.a 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ’ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony J. Mignone, Sr. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Goulds  Pumps, Inc. 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 6754-7622 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED: 

be 



- . . . . -. . . . . . . . . . .. .- - 

-_I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A,S. Part 30 
X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ___ll_l_ll_--------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100679/07 
111823/02 KARL E. NEUBERT 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

F# \ L &&RE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests 

l l  in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs’ 

c ~~~!6%Fif&%nst defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, 
NEW YQRK I 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

il u 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
K a r l  E. Neubert Goulds  Pumps, Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 6 7 5 4 - 9 9 8 0  
SO ORDERED: 

F\AR 2 1. 20’’ 

&Dt& / ‘ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___------_------___--------- - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ___---_-__-----____--------- - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100281/01 
Robert J. Des Chenes and Laura Des 
Chenes, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., I n c . ,  et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 
X 

Plastering C o .  Inc., 

hereby re uests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
MAR 29 1012 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 1 
NEW YORK 

&@&&~S@~~iffsl Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
3 120 , 2012 

I 

Michael FanLlli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Robert J. D e s  Chenes and Laura 
D e s  Chenes Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

1 7  J tin M. 

Mario  & DiBono  Plastering Co. 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___--------__--------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --__l_---l-----____-l___________l_____ 

This Document Relates to: 
John R. Siemer, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Helmut 
P .  Siemer, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

efendant Mario & DiBono '2= rrT"D" 
hereby requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190242/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering Co. Inc,, 

above-entitled case, 

MA! 2$2012 pursuan o Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

d i s r n i s # ~ \ Q ~ f f s '  Complaint against defendant Mario & 
COUN 
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc,, be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
, 2012 

Michael Fanelli, Esq* 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John R .  Siemer, a s  P e r s o n a l  Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Representative for the E s t a t e  Inc. 
of Helmut P. Siemer  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, grh Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 



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. Part 30 
-__l_______l_l-_____l_________l____l-l 

This Document Relates to: 
Maria King, Individually and as 
Executrix for t h e  Estate of Joseph G. 
King Sr., 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

Index No.: 105455/0C 

Plaintiff , 
- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

fendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section S3212 
MAR 29 2012 

dismissing plaiqt&$$s' Complaint against defendant Mario > 
'. L, . r. 

DiBono Plastering C o .  

opposition thereto, 

and 

co . 

ORDERED, 

cross 

Inc., 

that 

claims 

~ n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being nc 

upon notice to a l l  

against defendant 

co-defendants, 

Mario & DiBono 

a l l  claim: 

Plasterins 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant ttorneys for Plaintiff 

Executrix for the E s t a t e  o 
Joseph G. K i n g  Sr. 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
\Jew York, New York 1000 

177 Montague Street 

S o  Ordered: 



JACK TOLOMEO and DOROTHY TOLOMEO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100587/2000 

WHEREFORE, defendant CENTRAL HUDSON GAS & ELECTRIC CORPORATION 

(“Central Hudson”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Farrell Lines with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 
defendant Central Hudson be m!fk& 

ts, all claims and cross-claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

MAR 29 

i* &74 
Ruthe A. Nepf, Esq. 
THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12* Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED. 4 
I q: 

Won. Sherry kin-Heitler 

2 IO 142.1 



MICHAEL KELEMEN; 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 

February 9,20 12 

Kevin M, Berry, Esq, Rory 6 Greebel, Esq 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 261h Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(2 12) 267-3828 

COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 1 6'h Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

-9400 

SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK-DOWNTOWNV4 I579 1\1 



CONRAD W. FLICKENSCHILD, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Klein Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122 153/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-clefen , all claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. C Q U ~ ~  CLERKS 

MAR 24%? 

rJm YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
February 9,2012 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 

.. 
Rory G .  Greebel, Esq 
COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 1 6'h Floor 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 ' New York, NY 10006 

-9400 

SO ORDERED, 
. -  . - -- 

J "* b. s.3: /A NE WY ORK-DO WNTO W NO4 1 5 788\ I 

so 

NEW 

ORDERED, 

Y ORK-DQWNTC 



DOMINICK SCANZANO; 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC.; et a1 
Defendants. 

..................................................................... X 
WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

no opposition thereto, 

12 defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be t@s& are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kevin M, Berry, Esq. I Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P A .  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26'h Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(2 12) 267-3 828 

COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Brqadway, 1 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

-9400 

SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK-DOWNTOWE4 15786\1 

MAR 2 12012 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Klein Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 101 26/99 

JOKN J. BENITTO and MARY BENITTO; 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER llere 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

~y request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c p  0' L d E d D  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2012 - -- 

without costs. 

,$"& A;-, 
Kevin , Berry, Esq. 7-- Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(2 12) 267-3 828 

COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16th Floor 
New Yark, NY 10006 
C2 12) 509-9400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NEWYORK-ROWTOWNU4 15853\1 



* 
I .. -2 

'- .> 

PETER ROMANO; 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC.; et a1 
Defendants. 

X ----___-1--___11_______________l______l_--------~-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant HATZEL & 

no opposition thereto, 

R with prejudice, and there being 

12 ORDERED, that upon notice to all c~@@ki?&s, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be 

without costs. 

with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 

Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16th Floor 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 0006 

SO ORDERED, 

NE WYORK-DOWNTOWNU4 15790\ 1 



ARMAND F. ACCILLI, et al. 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Klein Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 0 6 7 9 ~ 0  1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the a F e l & d  E e , D s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

t defendant H&@EM, & B u a k 6 w i t h  prejudice, and there being M m % V  plaintiffs co 

no opposition thereto, 
NEW YORK b<;A *- r:2 

-?@&!$%%tice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Fe ary9,2012 K./.,A 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq, Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26fh Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 

COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16fh Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
(2 12) 509-9400 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NEWYORK-DOWNTOWNV4 15836\1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHNSON AP($,O; 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No: 109008/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c a ~ $ m a l l  - f claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be and the same 

without costs. coLINn CLERKS OFF"€ 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEWY&k 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
WILENTZ, GOLDM COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant 
110 William Street, 26fh Floor Hatzel & Buehler 
New York, NY 10038-3091 45 Broadway, 16th Floor 
(212) 267-3828 New York, NY 10006 

(2 12) 509-9400 

1 lQjl 
SO ORDERED, 

&* 

NE WYORK-DOWNTOWNV4 1 5 849\ 1 
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This Document Relates to: 

LEO J. BARTHELMESS; 
Plaintiff, 

"against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Klein Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12044/95 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER ,,ereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , b%% $%e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
CLERKS OFFICE 

Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16* Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 

(212) 509-9400 

SO ORDERED, 



GENEVIEVE JAVORNICKY; 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC; et a1 
Defendants. 

X ______________________ll_r______________---------------------------"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER , be :nd the s reby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 

Rory G. Greebel, Esq 
COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16th Floor 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 New York, NY 10006 

J2J+509-9400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR 3.1.2012 



... . . 

,UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
__--________"__"___1__l___ll_r3_________------------"--------_---- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Ir_"_c_______"*l_________IIc_________I__--------""----"------"---- X 

'his Document Relates To: 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

VIAUREEN P. MCCABE, as Administratrix for : JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
he Estate of PATRICK J. MCCABE and BEHALF OF 
dAUREEN MCCABE, Individually, FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : INDEX NO.: 121 132199 

-against- 

4.C. & S., INC., ET Al, 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREPORE, defendant FORn MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
iudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complai Ry MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition 

fendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
~~~~~ e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upan noti 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMP 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New YorkCOUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Y 

By: Evan L B r o h e ,  Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 

Counsel for: Patrick J. McCabe and Maureen 
McCabe 600 Third Avenue 

T: 212-593-6700 
P: 212-593-6970 

(01105949.DOCX } 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 101129/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. 

summary judd!#ea@ the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice LaME@Vd)RBules  Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, 
COUN?Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joan M. Cosbey Goul ds Pumps, Inc 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500  (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 6 7 5 4 - 7 6 2 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - -_-_______-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ---_-___-____-------____________I_____ 

This Document Relates .to: 
CHARLES A. BUCHHOLZ 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 2 1 7 7 5 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . 0 .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ,  et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests 

summrj n D n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

P r a  ti e Law and Rules Section S3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' 
2012 CornplaiNbR&%lnst defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, 

and therq&$&Y @$bFmosition thereto, 
C8uNn DERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 13yooygi New York 
I 4 Q 1 2  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
C h a r l e s  A. Buchholz 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
G o u l d s  Pumps, Inc.  
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No,: 6754-7567 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED: I 

Hon. Sherry h. neir;ier 

be 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

X NYCAL ______________------____lll___________ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X _________l___l_---_-____lll___________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 0 3 3 7 2 / 9 9  
Christopher J .  Barrett and Jeffrey J .  
Barrett, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of John A .  Barrett, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

ullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Christopher J. Barrett and Mario  & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
J e f f r e y  J. Barrett, as Co- Inc. 
Executors f o r  the E s t a t e  of 177 Montague Street 

700 Broadway, 6'h F 
~ John A. Barrett , New York 11201 

New York, New York NO.: 10924-1 

S o  Ordered: 

WHFELeRG 

dant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby re s summary judgment i n  the above-entitled case, 

pursuant wR E$dii2 Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing m m f s '  Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono P astering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 
cpuNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering 

Co. Tnc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL I_--__--I-_____-____------------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -_-_-------- - - - - - - - - - -  
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115354/02 
Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMNARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuanTt\ Dractice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing w~fs$figs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

D i B o n o  with prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
, 2012 

Michael Fadelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

>e C llen and Dy n LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Harvey F i a l a  and Robin F i a l a  Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  

New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

-: 10924-6008 

So Ordered: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Index Nos.: 11 1959-03 
1 1 1590-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, de d t ERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests MB 8 filf 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing pla'%&%%o&%#$?agams OEFIVS efendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
NEW YORK 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

&& c,& 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barbara Dum American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitl r h R  3 '1 7012 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1 1 1592-03 

-against- 

-4.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in t FAR e ab 89 e-en 2ot2, 1 led case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing ~~~~~~~t defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

iL&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 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Beth Needel American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR 2 12012 



PI ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Index Nos,: 11 1235-01 
1 18298-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, ~n&$d@%lERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the &yp+c%Wed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
Cy)N11( CLERK'S 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

G 
r 

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: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Mary Ann Bergquist tical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
--______---______-________1__1___11___ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

hereby reques ment in the 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 1 5 4 2 9 / 0 5  

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering C o .  Inc., 

above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section S3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 
MAR 29 2012 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Co. I n c . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
John Knox and Maureen Knox M a r i o  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Floor Inc.  6 th 

York 11201 

. :  10924-5121 

S o  Ordered: 

/ 
4-d' ./ s\$\-\ \ k L ' J  

Ud 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
RALPH F. LUISI, JR., as Executor for the Estate of 
RALPH F. LUISI, and THERESA LUISI, Individually, 

---_------_--___-__"______________I_____--------"----------------- 

----_I-------_______l__l________________---------------------"---- 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos,: 103 178-03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 124445-02 

WHEREFORE, de L&D OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveHMtle4 pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' compl 

only with prejudice, and there eing no opposition thereto, 

t#wwefendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION N copn CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/1$/r% 

UC,& 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-12 13 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (2 12) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Ralph F. Luisi, Jr. and Theresa Luisi 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos,: 111 8-0 
100855-03 

"against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 
X ------__-_-----r_--__r_______________r__------------"-----"------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby reauests 

summary judgment in the a F e i n t h d E e , Q s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs compl ~ ~ ~ p @ ~ e n d a n t  AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there bein g N M m @ o n  n thereto, 
pr CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that up6iP#&ce to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

fL& et& 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1 2 13 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (21 2) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Luella Kenny American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I..A.S, Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 128025-02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PR 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NEW YQRK 
WHER=&&MSt-CAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismisscd 

Scott C. Allan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff's Lawrencc E. Koleff, 
Paul Sanchez and Raymond Sanchez 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LL1' 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler r \P 39 

*& 
abv 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL P. LONG, and VALERIE LONG, 
Individually, (Heitler, J.) 

--------_1_1-------_______________ll_rr_-------------------------- 

----_111___--------_______lr_r_r________------------"------------- 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index Nos. : 1220 17-98 
120667-00 
1 16680-06 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summaryjud F me d i L e  EvQti t led case, pursuant to civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing pHmiff 9cgMalaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

& with prejudice, w m k e i n g  no opposition thereto, 
TY CLERKS OFFICE 

ORDI%l%, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs 

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 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Valerie Long American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

AR 2 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
KEITH E. DASH, as Executor for the Estate of 
GEORGE E. DASH, and KEITH E. DASH, as 
Administrator for the Estate of NORMA DASH, 
Individually, 

-____________"rll___----~----------------------------------------- 

_1_______________1_1r___________________-_----------------------_- 

NYCAL 
I,.A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101284-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, &Rd&Q m R I C A N  OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the q b m w e d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
C O I J N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION onJy be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/\3]\'d- 
, .  -. *.. 

) "  

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 2 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Keith E. Dash 

' io' ORDERED,. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

' , 1 ,  
8 .  



Plaintiff's, 

-against- 

Index Nos.: 108723-00 
122198-99 

dant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORAI'ION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

wiih Prejudice and without costs. ?/\5/\% 

Scott C. All; 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (9 14) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2  12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Karen Thompson - 1 American Ontical Comoration 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al, 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 1 10 18 1-00 
1 17033-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHE &A, & P f E & E R I C A N  OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment h l e & m n t i t l e d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing p l a i w  VMRlaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL COWOMTION 

or& with prejudice, and t 'h ere being no opposition thereto, 
COUNTY C ERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

i 

"I Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

'- ' 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (9 14) 28 5- 1 2 1 3 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Hon. Sherry Klein He#ler 
Hbr? 9 1 3n" 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., et al. 

Index Nos.: 108353-00 
112457-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFF, 0.b &&CAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the d case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

OI& with prejudice, 

AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3InAa- with prejudice and without costs. 

Scott C. Allan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC I RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
TeleDhone: 1212) 558-5500 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 

Facskile: (2 12 j 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Defendant 
Rosalie Ferranti tical Corporation 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 

N p  2' m2 
SO ORDERED, 

1 ' - b w  "h& 

,&\fi 



Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.,A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105392-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Efe&a&AkIJ;)IN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abgfiF*ge#)@e, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, disrnissingplaintiff" co q h @ w s t  defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

@ with prejudice, and t ere eing no opposition thereto, 
cp~r CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3 1\31 la- with prejudice and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC + 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (9 14) 285- 12 1 3 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Linda Bolton I American O&al Cornoration 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
PATRICIA R. HAGBERG, as Executrix for the Estate 
of PASQUALE RASILE, and PATRICIA R. 
HAGBERG, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
MARY RASILE, 

1------______"_-___"________11_1________---------------~--------__ 

1------________-__"___r____ll___________-------------"----------_" 

NYCAL 
L.A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 11 1218-01 
Plaintiffs, 1 1 5624-0 1 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

surnrnabid@c@& the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, d i s~q$ i i%t@fmpla in t  against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
ouNfl CLERKS O F with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (21 2) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Patricia R. Hagberg 

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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
RAE LUPO ESPOSITO, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JOHN P. ESPOSITO, 

Plaintiffs, 

_r___r-----_-l"_______________l______r__-------~-----"-_------"--- 

__________ll___ll_r-_---------..I---------------"--------------------- 

NYCAL 
LA.$. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 10 1058-02 
-against- 105861-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

s u r n r n a r y @ y t n E  a!e-ent i t led case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, disrkssing plaintiff 

& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

mplaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
MAR 29 #f 

N W  YOHK0FF,CE 
O R ~ ~ , & E i f @ o n  notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 
3/\3/la- 

1 
Scott C. Allan 
KENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Aitorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Rae Lupo Esposito 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos,: 103060-02 
190255-09 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -----____rr_r__r_---_-r----------------"----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judg* 4 tL&-tbdl led case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissingplai RH % g e n t  against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

& with prejudice, and NEW ther +&j ig no opposition thereto, 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

O R D E W %  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMEMCAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
- : E-.. 3/r.5/Q-- 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (2 12) 5 58-5500 
Facsimile: (21 2) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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 

Henrietta Barry . Corporation 

MAR 2' m3 
id: / 

* .\rb & 0 
SO ORDERED, 

-. - fib 



X 
RICHARD J. PRINCE, as Executor for the Estate of 
ROGER J. PRINCE, and ELSIE PRINCE, Individually, 

--------________I--___________l_rll__r__-------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102939-99 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the samc are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/13/\% 

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 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Prince and Elsie Pr' 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index Nos.: 121986-99 
105756-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

s u r a r  j e e  i D e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only wit prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, 
FAR 29 2ul2 

vq YC3HK 
Q&~31%F!fJ~ notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against cou 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 3/13/,& 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Isabel Fitzpatrick / American Optical Corporation 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLY 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

IIW v v  

Hon. %err$ Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
CAROLINE PANETTA, as Administratrix fbr the Estate 
of CARMEN LEWIS PANETTA, and CAROLINE 
PANETTA, as Proposed Administratrix for the Estate of 
SANDRA PANETTA, 

""__f_r_-___--_-----_________________I__"------------------------- 

---r----------------_________________II_-------------------------- 

P 1 ainti ffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 109276-00 
122203-99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPOIUTTON hereby requests 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section summ 

32 12, d i s m i w  &$&@s complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

& with pre&&sW%kKthere being no opposition thereto, 
C Q U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

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. 3/13/i;f- 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC' '1 ~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (2 12) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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 

Caroline Panetta American Optical Corporation 

.. 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
L.A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 12 1987-99 
106462-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, d i s m i s s i ~ ~ ~ $ i l a i n t  against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice bein o opposition thereto, &a~*o&@ LEWS 

ORl@@@ k a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3/13/ 1% 
with prejudice and without costs. 

, L  

Lisa Nathanson Busch i. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

'1 ,'I 

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 



A.C. and S.,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OP'I'ICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n ~  against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

MAR 29 2012 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/13/\'& 
- . 

Lisa Nathanson Busch -6 
h.L , WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLI' 
81 Main Strect, Suite SO8 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (91 4) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Beatrice Smith American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__-______-I-"_______l________________r____-----~~------"---"------ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
____"_-___________--l_r___l___l_______l_-_~~---_------~~---------" X 
LlNDA MARIE NICHOLAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN NICHOLAS, 

NYCAL 
I.,A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 1247-02 
Plaintiffs, 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/\3/\% 

Scott C. Allan 
lRENZULLI 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Linda Marie Nicholas 

SO ORDERED, 

I J . 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ ~ E ~ F ~ , ~ c n d a n t  AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests - 
summary jud ment e above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
FFICE 

only   ere being no opposition thereto, 

MRP( 29%b 

NpJV YC3HK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION onl\L be and the same are hereby dismissed 



Plaintiff's, 

-against- 

T .  

Index Nos.: 107120-00 
125770-99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

e m b l e d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section summary judgment in 

32 12, dismissing plaintifp complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Wk$ 
: "..' 

cc)upJTTy CLL8 \ J > ' L d  111 VICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION onjy be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3 l l q m -  with prejudice and without costs. 

A 2 T T - m  
Pldeh-\ 6Ich-t t i :  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Deborah Marie Warren 

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 
Lmerican Ophal Corporation 

Hon. ShdG &in I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
JOSEPH ROBERT LYONS as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DALE LOUISE LYONS, 

rl------"---_-------___11___1______1____---~----"-~-------~-----"- 

_----__------_I-----_r___l______________------"------------------~ 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos,: 126713-02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 1 10270-02 

A.C. and S, NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

summary judgment in th &&%#%d case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaint defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
C 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3 /I4 /I 3- 
with prejudice and without costs. 

-h pc~wl  sY;tr"pIC 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph Robert Lyons 

SO ORDERED, 

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 

r\AR 2 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SAMUEL OSBORNE, 

X 

X 

__________I____________l__l__lr_r_______---------------------------~- 

__________________________1_______11____----------------------------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, L.A.S. Part 39 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- -  

WHEREFO R f F d a e n b h t k k  AN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summaryjudgment in the awe@$l28%se, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's c o m p l ~ ~ ~ e f e n d a n t  AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
c o u N n  CLERKS OFFICE 

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. 3/WI A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Samuel Osborne American Optical Corporation 

mNZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, d e e &  b&n OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-e g & k d p g q m s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against NE&&&ant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION or& 

with prejudice, and there bei@h#opposition thereto, 
n CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 3/)q/ 

Michael Fanelli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John J. O'Brien 

SO ORDERED, 

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 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 1 I 
1 13277-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X r_-l__-___---------l_____________ll_l_lr-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's c o M f i i & @ % t  defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

ORDERED, that-upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL COWORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 3/14/l& 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (9 14) 285-1 21 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 Plaintiff 
Carole Balducci American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 107403-02 
1141 12-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., TNC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X .................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defen CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs cornplai #&d%!t a k d a n t  AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and ther si;efon thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3/N/& with prejudice and without costs. 

W ~ T Z  & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond E. Hart 

SO ORDERED, 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 2850700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



-against- Index No.: 127345/02 

A.C. & S. INC, et al. 

Defendants. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

t AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plai##s%%&%t against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION & 

with prejudice, &M&@&n no opposition thereto, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 3//q/\;h 

\ 
Scott C. Allan 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 

for Defendant 
American Optical Corparation 

. .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald W. Riddell 

SO ORDERED, 

/- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
JOSEPH J. CARBONE, as Administrator for the Estate 
of JOHN CARBONE, 

__r__"___________--_rllr___________ll___--------------------r----- 

_l-----_--_r_""________Ic_______________----------------------~~-- 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 10074 1-03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 102899-03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X -------"-------1*--- 

WHEREFORE, dHwm a R I C A N  OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the a b a k d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plainti s complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
.COM,N" CLERK'S OFF'CE 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 ' Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph J. Carbone American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, a nnl7 
*fl 9, ! I-u'c Hon. Sherry Klei; Heitler \? 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, d e f e m  ,,#WAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaint& s complaint against c!ekndant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

i\L';\! 'i L'<l:\ 
OGl\i'I'Y (pL,?t.i'S 3E;  ' 1  

or& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Lvb CC& 
Scott C. Allan 

WElTZ & EUXEWBERG, PC REWZUELI LAW FIRM, ELP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation n I 

Josue Vassallo 

SO ORDEmD, 

/ 





I- 

, ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29.2012 

NE YO K 
ORDERED, that upon m~$q &Q,&-S, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-121 3 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Barry Marks American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 
198-03 

12668 1-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled c e, ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint a&iinsthefendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
2012 

o& with prejudice, and there being no oppo!%!nhgereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION on& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

e and without costs. 

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 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Barbara J. Pitt 

SO ORDERED, 

M & V  3 . 1  



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 11 6 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERIC C f t A E e - R A T i O N  hereby requests 
~ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

&e&C,w 
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 255-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Susan J. Norris 

MAR 2 1 2°'2 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
CLIFFORD W. HYDE, JR. as Administrator for the 
Estate of CLIFFORD W. HYDE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

________________________r_______________------_-----~-~-"~-------- 

________________1_1__l________________rl~-~~-~~~----------_--_-_-- 

NYCAL 
I..A,S, Part 39 
(Heitler, J.j 

Index Nos.: 1 1 1642-03 
-against- 114319-03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERIC E & ~ & & L 4 T I O N  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purwARt &f&vractice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against def'end nt AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

or& with prejudice, and there being no opposition COUNTY there C ~ ~ A K ' S  , OFFICE 
h v  YORK 

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 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Clifford W. Hyde, Jr. 

q w'7 
SO ORDERED, 

p a  
* \  (& Did-* 

;L>d '4 
\ + i - i  



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Fcr*?C1€ D A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUC 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 1 1 1626-03 
105 169-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AME C PTTCAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entit e case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

N%h%a 
couyg CLERK'S OFFICE 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

or& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

WEITZ & LUXENREIIG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
David Proulx 

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 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



.. r , 
Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 11 1594-03 

1 12 197-03 
"against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 
X --"----__-___-_111___------------------I~-~------------_---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above- F t l b  L,gsD to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint a q m t  g g e m t  AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no op g $ & @ # p - e t o ,  
CLERKS OFFICE 

ORDERED, that upon noff G'8?11 co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION on& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

w c * b  
Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Loretta Scialdone 

SO ORDERED, SO ORDERED, 

White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

_-  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT L. BRUNCK. 

PI ai n t i ff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC., 

Defendants. 

.. 
Index No. 190026/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above- 4grtlf Eu@o,Civ i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ comp int gainst defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
YORU 

defendant Viking be and the same are h e # ~ ~ ~ S & F % # k ~ r e j u d i c e  and without costs. 
C O W  

Dated: New York, New York 
r(ll).ccrr 1s‘ ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
700 Broadway, 6”’ Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attoimys for Pluintiffs 
Suntos Assenzio, et al. 
(212) 681-1575 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Viking Pump, Inc. 
(212) 791-0285 

J MA!? 2 2012 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 

Hon. Sl17w Klein EIeitler 
+ , L  - ,  - e Y 5  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

_ _  
SANTOS ASSENZIO and ANNATOLIA ASSENZIO, Index No. 190008/12 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WAT 
including VIKING 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Y K  WHEREFORE def ~~~~~, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 
CdUN 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ 7 U t . t c w  /r ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

L 
Michael Roberts, Esq. 
700 Broadway, 6’h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
Santos Assenzio, et al. 

Attorneys for Defendan1 
Viking Pump, Inc. 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
‘r P‘”’ 

, . / ,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 128019/02 

ESTHER M. REMINGTON, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES E. REMINGTON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Mor Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, 
complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass-claims against 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be ~~~~~~~b~ dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUtm CLI3 

3 -/,c ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

Esther M. Remington, Individually 
and as Executrix of the Estate of 
James E. Remington 

New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

. Attorneys for Plaintiff dttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway (212) 791-0285 

(212) 558-5500 



PI aint i ffs, 

-against- 

Index Nos.: 105615-99 
125 136-00 
190242-09 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTlCAL CORPOKATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-enti c se pur nt o ivil Practice Law and Rules Section P l L E D .  
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defenda MERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

MAR 29 gti 
or& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

~~ 

NEW YORK 
ORDERED, that upon notic~CbC)LdR&&f%%&f'% claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION onjy be and the same are hereby dismissed 

3/1vla with prcjudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBEIIG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (21 2) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff's 

SO ORDERED, 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (91 4) 285- 12 13 
Attorneys for Defendant 

John R. Siemer and Mario n Sierner American Optical Corporation 

N p  ? 
V'' 

/ ! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA‘I’E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

’. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

Index No.: 1901 14/2011 
X 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, 

PI ai n t i ffs, 
-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
including DeZurik, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

% WHEREFORE, defendant DeZurik (improperly sued herein as “DEZURIK, INC.”) hereby 

requests summary judgment in the a b o v w t @ @ c a u r s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DeZurik with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DeZurik be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

BELLUCK &- MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys for Plain ffs 
Walter D. Gutlzrie, et nl. 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Dated: 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 
DeZurik 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

-against- JUDC;MENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
IKIEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. OLIVER BOILER 
X COMPANY l__~"ll"rr--_______________lf__lr_______-------~~~~~~~~r-------------- 

FKHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sum- judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' corn aint I ag L t  E e r D  mELER-DOm-OLwER BOILER coMpANy, 

with prejudice, and there being ~ ~ ~ c $ . J ~ f i e r e t o .  

ORDEREI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

K E E L E R - D O ~ - O L n / - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~  and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
NEW Yr3HK 

and without costs. 

Dated Harrison. New York 

WEITZ W E R G ,  & LU P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI PER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  

X NYCAL __rr_______rf__ll__________ll__l___l_f_r------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

CHUN HING LEE, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION ANX) 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

GLOBAL 

Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT 

ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, ET AL., ZY-TECH 

Defendant. INDUSTRIES 
X _"___-f_"____l_l____________1_l_l_ll__r_------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint & GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, with prejudice, and there 

I being no opposition there# 
I 

1 NR 29 In'' 
ORDERED, that upon n e to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

y W K  
ZY-TECH GLOBAL I N D U S T R I E ~ ~ ~  @ @ & @ a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
GOUNfl 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

D i a w M i l l e r ,  Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 Harrison, NY 10528 

546 Fifth Ave, 4" Floor ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES 

(212) 661-1 151 
- 6 -  



CHAlUES L. CHIDESTER, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

GLOBAL 

Plaintiff, JUDGMlENT 

ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, et al., ZY-TECH 

Defendant. INDUSTRIES 
_________l*____"_r____1______1_____1____-------"-----------"---------- X 

FKHEZFOm, defend a B A L  INDUSTRIES hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above- $ t % E g s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES, 
with prejudice, and there being no o p p o ~ $ ~ @ ) r ~ ~ ~  

ORDERED, that upon n 
defendant ZY-TECH GLOBAL 
prejudice and without costs. 

ts all claims and cross-claims against 
\@e same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

ZY-TECH GLOBAL INDUSTRIES 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT DUELL 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1642/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n \ a E - E e r &  all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC formerly kno 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

s Dana Corporation, be and the same 
MAR 2gY" 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 



SUPREME COURT OF.THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH L. NIXON 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100455-05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon xf&#o b & f e n n t s ,  all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, fo f i ~ l $ g - ~ ~ a s  Dana Corporation, be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
NEW YQRK 

couNn CLERKS OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

3 / / v  ,2012 

z b m  fl;rL,-.,J Judi A. Yavitz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27'h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126935/02 

FRITZ BUHRER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon not all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, fad@ @@a% Dana Corporation, be and the same 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 ) I  c ,2012 

: Judith A. Ya ,itz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10016 rfi4tj 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRITZ BUHRER 

1 NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

Index No: 1 04 1 89/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c p  a\ cvfElal1 claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known ana Corporation, be and the same 
MAR 29 fih7 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
31 I b , 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27" Street at Park Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SILvIo CESTRA 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u F n # i c b  g o m n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC former1 own as Dana Corporation, be and the same 
MAR 29 fh 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- -  
Dated: New York, New York 

3lrb ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

D A R G E R k m N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27'h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 



IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY CHU 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16498-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Dana Companies, LI!@ko##e$y 012 known as Dana Corporation, be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 
14 Ma* , 2012 

WILENTZ, G O L D M ~ N  & SPITZER 
P.A. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 215'~ FL. 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 267-3091 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27'h Street at Park Avenue 
New York. NY 100 16 . . .. 

I (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 128019/02 

WILLIAM F. RYAN, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon pp$p$~ %p-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

rl known as Dana Corporation, be and the same %ESsR%Z against defendant Dana Companies, L 

are hereby dismissed with preju ice an WI ou costs. SDUNlJ CL&FIYS OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/14 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 271h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

4 9 M 7  
F\hP 9’ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She-eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. RYAN, JR. 

Index No: 105928/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law a n d p  1 7 S 4 tion ~ 3212, ~ dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly no ana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 

C pon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana CompaniEE'ffC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/17 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27'h Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108898/03 

JAMES CALLINAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon no all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC,-formerly kn 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dana Corporation, be and the same 
NhR 2"9"9104p 

I y- - 
-* i)', r '- 

ALL, iA5 
JU'' Dated: New York, New York w 

3 \1b  ¶2012 

E YAVITZ & BLAU 
Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT DUELL 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10260/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims 
2012 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly kAaRa,%?Dana Corporation, be and the same 

YOHK are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
31/11 ,2012 

fTZ & LUXENBERG, P;C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for Dana companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street at Park Av 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 mt (212) 558-5500 

3 d'. / A  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190270/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants a laims and cross claims against 

&r!$ dismissed with prejudice and F defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

,2012 
MfJP 6 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Index No: 190223/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon noti$o r l k - d E n Q ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street, 12'h 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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK PORTA 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 03/104029 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,thatup all claims and cross claims 

as Dana Corporation, be and the same against defendant Dana 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice anmh& a. 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York CLkRK'S OFFICE 
3/1q ,2012 

Judith A. Y \iitz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ~ R A N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU 
Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 -. 

SO ORDERED, 

- 2 4  .-~ 

, .( c. - 

, a  - *  + 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK PORTA 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

Index No: 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, L E O D a n a  Corporation, be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

Dated: New York, New York I : '/ 
' r-')\ ;- ,:E 

;'.; . . . . .. . - 4 --. 3lM .2012 ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
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  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUISA ROTOLO 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 872/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic to a 1 c L&a&l claims and cross claims 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, forrn-mwana Corporation, be and the same 

Dated: New York, New York 
31w ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUISA ROTOLO 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126682/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana 

Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

MAR 29 2012 
against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same 

NEW YORK 
are hereby dismissed with prejudice @W&qqq& OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
rspy ,2012 

Judith A. Yav.tz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
New York, NY 100 16 

. (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARYL R. GAGLIANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190304/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to A-LnEtsD claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAR 29 201! 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 6 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

D W E R  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
i 

4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH PETER MCCORT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190286/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all F e F n k s @ l  ms and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are herebydismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. M R  29 2012 

R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Att "*P meys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 19033511 1 

THOMAS NEUER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be anhl& &8d%e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

I"+ 8 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

k 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AURELIO T o m s  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 115014/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEMFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, _ _  

ORDERED, that upon notice to EcJcle!mdE, D d a i m s  and cross claims against 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 
t.iiA?ae2&%hY 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the 

without costs. 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New York New York 

fi ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attokeys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

F. WALTER WIEBE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190407/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, Q 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and defendant Dana Companies, LLC be 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAR 6 ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUmNBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
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 CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107169/02 

CONRADF. WAHL, 

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 C i v F P r f c t L  E Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with" prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all @-@€@&nts, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the &i%&EfGw&HEwi th  prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3\ P 9 ,2012 
New York, New York 

fi"RWW '> 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.& i> 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
~ (Hcitlcr, J.) 

j Index No.: 190107/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD L. RASTELLI, 

P 1 ain t i ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRTTE COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company, f/k/a Monsey Bakor, f/Wa Monsey Products, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Henry Company, f/k/a _ _  

Monsey Bakor, f/k/a Monsey Produ F s, J i t $ r e E i c D  this action, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all W @ & i t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
defendant, Henry Company, f/k/a Monsey Bakor, f/Ma Monsey Products, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ?lK , 2012 

5 

n -  
Wb yy'Jl",l/lz/ 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Henry Company, f/Wa Monsey Bakor, f/k/a RASTELLI, FLOYD L. 
Monsey Products WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 700 Broadway 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 New York, New York 10003 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

(212) 558-5500 

\ SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE; NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANTOS ASSENZIO AND ANNATOLIA 
ASSENZIO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 190008/12, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. i 

-~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co.. 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Momill Co. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

Inc, hereby requests summary 

,aw and Rules 3212, dismissing 

Inc, with prejudice in this action, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., In F , be hc!the E e Q  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Laura B. Hollman, E:q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ASSENZIO, SANTOS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED? 

963-970 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED? 
Hon. merry hiein neitier 

@- 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S. ZEBRACKI and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106645/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

and cross claims against D prejudice and without 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defe 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dis 

costs. 

d "  
I' . , .  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Zebracki, John S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , ~ ,, % ,>\\? 

// 
L Heitler 

2571-1725 
1 ,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 106645/01, 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S. ZEBRACKI and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PI ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f~ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend  IS and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereb dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW v08K 

Dated: New 3 j 5 T w ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zebracki, John S .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

a- * 
SO ORDERED, 1 

2383-22991 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.)  

j Index No.: 119376/00, 107190/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'TTON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRiCIA WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a co b e Lg, ! k a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same ar a q i s s e d  with prejudice and without 

K e d  
A 

h U o o k ,  Esq. 
ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Oakfabco Inc. Wilson, James E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S. ZEBRACKI and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106645/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint agains Industrial Equipment Co., with 

- -  
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ~~~~~ all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CB! E Y  y$#(&,we are hereby dismissed with 
COUNTY e 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zebracki, John S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler B '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
m RE: NEW YORK cowry j NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106645/01, 

j i NO OPPOSITION 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S. ZEBRACKI and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et 01. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th &%ngQre 2v2 ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

Dated: Newj%qjk.k.T York 
, 2012 

. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zebracki, John S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 @%@‘I 
SO ORDERED, / 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
1122-1739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S .  ZEBRACKI and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106645/0 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 

2 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and theM8lkaJR'reby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. NEW YORK cou~n CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Zebracki, John S. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LI’I’IGA‘TION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH ZEBRACKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of JOHN S .  ZEBRACKJ and KENNETH 
ZEBRACKI as Executor for the Estate of 
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106645/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and th%2&&!kby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Zebracki, John S. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 1 O{$\\$l 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

*bV / 
SO ORDERED, fi%Q’ 

2082-10502 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 42. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106981 /OO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co F 4 a b E r @  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New-Xok, &w York 
MAR 29 a12 

NEW YORK 
COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 

/." 

%. " 
- \  \ Kerry L**u Attorney for Plaintiffs C I S  Attorney for Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Williams, Thomas Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2125 

.. kJ1 i b  L d ,  / 
iy-'" 1. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Hcitler, J.j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106981/00, 

THOMAS WILLTAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticef;l5 a\ L d e G a D  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the sa dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Tnc. Williams, Thomas Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, ~. %b P 0 ?g12Q\2 
j ,I a i  ' 

2571 -1 724 
+/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119376/00, 107190/01 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRICIA WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2M2 

NEW W R K  
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: N e w q P 4  )Jew York 
- 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wilson, James E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
l"t;;,,+h \ ' t  ti - 1 ?'It 
4 

. " *  4 4 - 5 7 9 5 A S  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRICIA WILSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119376/00, 107190/01 
/ 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, k c . ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ij 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., 

without costs. 

Dated Nw ,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNR CLERK'S OFFICE 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Wilson, James E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS rro: 
i Index No.: 1 19376/00, 1 07 19010 1 
j JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRICIA WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all p - ~ f e ~ a n ~ l ~ s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and t e same are ere y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: NewL3L6s), York NEW YORK 
, 2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Wilson, James E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17 183 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LI'I'IG AT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. WILSON AND PATRICIA WILSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19376/00, 107 190/01 
i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
KentileFloors, Inc. Wi1son;James E. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1049s 



Plaintiff, 

I against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to SARCO COMPANY, et al 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individuall) and 

successor to Sarco Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., individually and 

nd there being no opposition as successor to Sarco Compa 

thereto. 

ndants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., individually and as 

successor to Sarco Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

~ ~ 1 1 ~ ~ - ~ ~  
ORDERED, that upon notice 

/ 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER. ESQ. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., individually and as 
successor to Sarco Company 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 

Fax: 91 4-385-6060 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19374/00, 1 19278/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LILLIAN MARIE O'DONNELL, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN THOMAS 
O'DONNELL and LILLIAN MARIE 
O'DONNELL, Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to e cq-dqen s , p  claims and cross claims against 
i f4. 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
- & &-?I-? .msy 

I <  

Dated: New 
,$8?""w,E;: 

Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

O'Donnell, John Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

0 4 mf! SO ORDERED, 
)nhV 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 19374/00, 1 19278/00 

LILLIAN MARIE O'DONNELL, as Administratrix j 
for the Estate of JOHN THOMAS O'DONNELL and j 
LILLIAN MARIE O'DONNELL, Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwel o o $, tio e p j u d i c e  in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2\12 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
NW Y W K  

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be ~~~~~~~ &%?*dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation O'Donnell, John Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I * .  

1235-18502 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J . )  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1 19374/00, 1 19278/00 

LILLIAN MARIE O'DONNELL, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of JOHN THOMAS O'DONNELL and 
LILLIAN MARIE O'DONNELL, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OKDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. 

no opposition thereto, 

ejudice in this action, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to #@&&ts, all claims and cross claims against 

b d iissed with prejudice and without - J  @ COuNn CLERKS0 F' 
defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s 

costs. 

,2012 

A' I 

J&ie B. C o 6 p e r X .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
O'Donnell, John Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
r~ RE: -NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANITA WXTTE, As Administratix for the Estate of i 
ANTONIO PARRA and HELEN PARRA, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105296/00, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

F7i L E D  and there being no opposition ther 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
MAR 29 2012 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEW YORK 

without costs. COUNJ'Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Yor , N York 
3 k 5 7 , 2 0 1 2  

K' 
Atto; Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter-& Company, Inc. Parra, Antonio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

P SO ORDERED, 
7 ,  * *  

..A 4 "<. , '  

1122-1373 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANITA WITTE, as Administratix for the Estate of 
ANTONIO PARRA and HELEN PARRA, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105296/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, T r F w a l  b r p E i D w i t h  prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 
MAR 29 2012 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell C o r p o r a t % $ k H k d E W ~ ~  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEW YORK 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Parra, Antonio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEICED, a+--- MpJ? 2 1  7n‘T 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

In 
I -  /,f\ -I ‘i8 .+ ’ 
3 

1235888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121 132/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK H. MCCABE AND MAUREEN 
MCCABE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ai n ti ffs 

-against- 

~ 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

~ 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

~ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

I being no opposition thereto, 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

b ismissed with prejudice and mer 'E" Dl defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and t 

without costs. 

Dated: New 
i 

MAR 29 21112 

I NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

+-  ' 

I 
I 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation McCabe, Patrick H, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

c 
~ 

I 
I 
I 

I SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
I 

~ 

New York, New York 1000 
I (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
I 
I 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

~ 

1235-20038 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 1 132/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICK I-I. MCCABE AND MAUREEN 
MCCABE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION ANI) ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

j WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

I above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

~ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 laims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNN CLERK’S OFFICE 

M. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. McCabe, Patrick H. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 *pR %@‘I 

: 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

@* 
& ;SI 

SO ORDERED, ” \+ 
.<+ ai 

2571 -1734 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

AS BE STO S LIT1 GAT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN WILBURN, as Personal Representative j 
for the Estate of ROSARIO MORREALE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 124525/00, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., e t d .  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and th Fd sa L h 6 ,  &sed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

t:t&r Defendant 
~ 0 u r t e r - k  Company, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morreale, Rosario 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 F 4 NIt 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 124525/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN WILBURN, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROSARIO MORREALE, 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coFfe \d$r ,  E c l D s  and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and 7K&r$k2 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the s 

without costs. - -1 
Dated: New 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Roy Schwartz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morreale, Rosario 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-19507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN WILBURN, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROSARIO MOKREALE, 

P1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124525/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New.A&$Jf York MAR 29 2012 
, 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating COT. Morreale, Rosario 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22313 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUREEN WILBURN, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROSARIO MORREALE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124525/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

with prejudice and without 

w York 
,2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 

Morreale, Rosario 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

yN@ 
(212) 558-5500 

York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

d m*' d m*' 
CF 

2571-1733 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 10054/97, 1 171 70/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 LORENZO, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITlON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de ndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same ' a e k!Fe&iased with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New w York 
,2012 

Y ,  I 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Lorenzo, Angelo 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & L U ~ N B E R G ,  P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  

ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lorenzo, Angelo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

jij&LLic- 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I / 
I SO ORDERED, 

2082-10458 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 LORENZO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.)  

; Index No.: 1 10054/97,117170/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cEe#-d&s,e 8 s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New r , N w York 3hJ ,2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1 10269/02, 12673 1 /02 

PAUL M. MARQUARDT AND CAROL 
MARQUARDT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d end I nt LllEir@d cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sarn 

without costs. 

Dated: N ~ W ~ ~ ~ ~ W , Y ; ; ~ ~  COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

k # & i s m i s s e d  with prejudice and 

N W  YORK 

Roy Schwartz, @X Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

700 WEITZ Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
”+%/ 

New York, New York 10003 $$ (2 12) 509-3456 500 % $ti- 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8673 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 127886/02 

ASBESTOS LlTlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ESTATE OF HOWARD E. JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

ORDERED, that upon claims and cross claims against 

q 2  defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equip!&?%, e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: Ne York q?VY, 2012 

& L L - L  
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Howard E. lames, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I i Index No.: 126934/02, 104397/03 
GERALD IF. KELTY, JR. AND TERESA DAVIS I 

KELTY, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 

I 

' NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I A.C. & S., WC., et al., 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opp fq*rs D 
ORDERED, that upon &ice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equip ent Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
ZpIR 29 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gerald F. Kelty, Jr. and Teresa D. Kelty 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



- - - -. - 

From: FAXmaker To. Jennifer A Page 213 Date, 3/5/2012 12 48 27 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No,: 106693/02, 115009/02 

FRANCES REOUGH, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J. KEOUGI-I, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S . ,  N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEKEFOKE, defendant, Courter & Company, lnc., hereby requests summary 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Comer & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to F +bi&s,  claims and cross claims against 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the m e   MA^ 29 W 

3 d A -  2Z-F L-k.. 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 8' 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, I 

Frances-Kcough and John 5. Kcough 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yoxk 10003 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.corn 

http://www.gfi.corn


From: FAXmaker To: Roy Schwartz Page: 717 Date: 3/5/2012 12:46:31 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF TIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITlGA'llON 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106693/02, 1 15009/02 

FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J. KEOUGH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORJlER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition t h e r e t F  1 e E e, 
OWERED, that upon notice to a 1 o-def ts, all claims and cross claims against A A I  29 YkY 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
NEW YORK 

without costs. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

2zz"i?zL Bd L&L!?- .". I 
I_ - 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
-Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frances Keough and John J. Keough 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yul-k, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

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 COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107102/02, 1190&8/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY AND KATHLEEN 
GOOLEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against 

and there being no 

Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

ORDERED, that upon notice&%@ b a k n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o r p . , m m  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 3 I 2 7  ,2012 

Gooley, William T. Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25595 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY AND KATHLEEN 
GOOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1071 02/02, 1 19088/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, 0 b 1 o P c., p p u d i c e  in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

MARHQ$?? ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 co- e en ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and th ,#@y&R!@srnissed with prejudice and without 
COU8 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 -  2.7 ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Gooley, William T. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 1 #.! c I C .  __IC 
UI'.C . 2571-1228 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT GUIDAL AND GERALDINE 
GUIDAL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAX, 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107 102/02, 1 1 9 1 04/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition t&toI e E D 
ORDERED, that upon notic %&ab g w n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ I 9 20@ 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

GUJDAL, ROBERT 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
- i (Heitler, 3.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT GUIDAL AND GERALDINE 
GUIDAL, 

j Index No.: 107102/02, 119104/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, l f & i # e l h o & a n ,  with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d endants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporatiq@bNk%@%~ same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NEW YOR ef 
~s OFFICE 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 - a  9 9 20Q 

w o o k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

GUIDAL, ROBERT 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190263/10, 103357/02, 
120396/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of EDWARD T. GOOOD, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPYOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

magainst- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC7 et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as 

Columbia Boiler, Co., herein after referred to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

(j 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of 

Pottstown, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti E o & l b E n O s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company ~ ~ @ t g t ~ ~ 1 ~  and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New YOrk 

NEW YORK 
C O U N n  CLERKS OFFICE 

3 \ \  L ,2012 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Good, Edward T. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 558-5500 

2572-22 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100396/03 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD GRANT AND LORRAINE GRANT, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 2 9  2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

W!hR % 

(N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

~ IndexNo.: 111224/01, 111913/03, 
106520/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATALE V. GRILL0 AND FRANCES GRILLO, i 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the k!&& 2112by dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I 

d B. Coop'er, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Grillo, Natale V. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

7nQ New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 WhR 9.' n4 /-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr; Klyn Heitler 

2082-881 I 



SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100282/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEBORAH BARCHAM, PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ABRAHAM HERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Abraham Herman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WFITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2) 558-5500 

nt&. ------ 
s 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA BOYCE AND THOMAS HILL, AS 

ROBERT HILL AND ALLA HILL, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100229/03 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. MAR 29 2012 

Dated: Nem$ly,rkhT YOrk NEW YORK 
,2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

A 

3" '\* Attorney for Plaintiffs h? 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KI,UGF,R, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Robert Hill 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e 3 K l e x  Heitler 

{ N0128123-1} 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.j 

j Index No.: 120430/01, 100157/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH D. FESTA AND VICTORIA FESTA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be andthe same-are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

NEW YOHK 
COUN'1Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

e B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Festa, Joseph D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

J&7v?- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Mbn CI o n v  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (PXeitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120430/01, 100157/02 

JOSEPH D. FESTA AND VICTORIA FESTA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

IFBLED 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be &#!h& 8ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 2012 

without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Y k, N w York -c.;"f.ls& ,2012 

Attorne *Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Festa, Joseph D. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2383-245891 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 120432/01, 101110/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES R. FLEMING AND LINDA FLEMING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims and cross claims against 

no opposition thereto, 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the s&!&&%&& dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fleming, James R. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

)nhR 2 1  2012 
Dt& 

2082-8872 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, ,I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1233/01, 1 18687/01 

PETER CONNOLLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 F co- I ef $& a D a i m s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and t % m f & r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
comoily, Peter 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 1 1228/01, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 and ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ' all co- A e en E t s , u  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and%@ &k2@2 hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Contento, Albert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

\qhp 0 6' 1 20\1 SO ORDERED, 

\ '  / A  
'. I 

1122-6658 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100284/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS COSKEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF ANN 
COSKEY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC7 et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby 1 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CI 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to F o p k d g 7  D l a i r n s  and cross claims 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismiss1 
MAR 29 2012 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York N w York &q ,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WL-k 
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Ann Coskey 
W s n z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

k, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120390/01, 123906/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. COUGHLTN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the samMgbFk @&ffflkxnissed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-1 e l l  

Jar& B, Coopkr, E& 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Coughlin, James J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(212 558-5500 fA  MhR. 2 1 

I n 

', .. / Hon. S h h y  Klein Heitler 
* . I  ~ - 

2082-8854 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON 
! (Heitler, 3 . )  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120388/01, 106310/02 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO AND BEATRICE 
D'AGOSTINO, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all IF co-defe k g a l l & k i r n s  and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., be and the same &~e&)y2&&issed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 
?qL7\ ,2012 

I 

L y  '1 Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ' \ >  'I 

D'Agostino, Angelo T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

HRR 2 1 i Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Id: /A 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8845 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY DIAMOND AND JOAN DIAMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120391/01, 104308/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t 11 o efe G t D l  claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are he dismissed with prejudice and without 
MAR 2 9 % ~  

costs. 

I 

// 

J& B. CoopeCr, ES;~. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Diamond, Jerry 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 /1 (212) 558-5500 
/- 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8855 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106314/02, 120388/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, AS Personal Representative 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. 
CAPLES, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same &&&!@&-nissed with prejudice and without 

costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: N e w B T i y \ :  

; -y 
5 &K... . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Oakfabco Inc. Caples, I.D. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS CARROLL AND ROSETTA 
CARROLL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100232/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there pB"rrv, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

., e and the same are hereby dismissed with MAR a2v2 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 

prejudice and without costs. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: N e w D y i , T ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Carroll and Rosetta Carroll 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav 

&k L 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ork 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7354C 

(N0128123-1} MAR 2 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120395/01, 109549/02 

HELEN CATALANO, Individually and Executrix j 
for the Estate of FRANK CATALANO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-#$&&#ta@ claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same w & M s m i s s e d  with prejudice and without 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York 
3i AJ ,2012 

- .  
Jakfe B. Coocer, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

* *  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Catalano, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR 2 1 ~0~~ 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8859 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY CHIERCHIA AND JOAN CHIERCHJA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1  1230/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

F I L E D  and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

MAR 29 201i 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York dl , q 2 0 1 2  

w 

K e n y a 6  C&, Esq. 
Attorney for Uefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter-& Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Chierchia, Jerry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106314/02, 120388/01 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, as Personal Representative ! 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. j 
CAPLES, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

F I L E D  and there being no opposition there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAR 29 2012 

without costs. 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

\>% a;,, 
h"' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Caples, I.D. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 / (212) 558-5500 

Hod. Shirry klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106314/02, 120388/01 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, as Personal Representative i 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. j 
CAPLES, Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell ~ Co ,rt~ a prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to alN&&f&&!!#ts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and t & W % e  here y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFlC I! 

Dated: Ne%Y91't!,v York 
,2012 

K e r r y u o k ,  Esq, * li 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Caples, I.D. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 Q L - - - -  
J 

SO ORDERED, MAR 2 1 7n12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. 
CAPLES, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1063 14/02, 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the sw z@l-~Z!$& dismissed with prejudice and without 

- -  
Dated: New Ydrk. New York 

* +  , 

J&e B. Coober, gsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Caples, I.D. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
~ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106314/02, 120388/01 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. 
CAPLES, Individually, \ NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendan F s r t L i p a D  Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

PAR 22 $012 ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 co-de en ants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop. be an ~~~~~~b~ dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
eOUN 

,2012 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Caples, I.D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ -58-5500 

2383-24604G 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES BRENNAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. j 

Index No.: 120394/01, 105777/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brennan, James 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

2082-8858 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

, 
I WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CALABRESE, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 1 1795/04 

j 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

PI ainti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et d., 
Defendants. j 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against ff e f a L t, S pa Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no-opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co t!&g e e ants, 2012 all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CoN ~ ~ & y , ~  are hereby dismissed with 
COUNfl LE 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 
$//4/ ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rudolph F. Calabrease 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100087/03 
! DOMENICK CALLO AND BONITA CALLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

! MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint again d n ant, fe u d Industrial Equipment Co., with FeleLED 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

MAR 29 2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

EW YORK 
defendant, Safeguard Industrial E q u i ~ ~ - # ~ ~ R ~ & ~ e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

York 10003 

(N0128123-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER JOHN CANNETTI, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF KATHLEEN CANNETTI 
AND JANICE MARIE SCHAFFER AS THE 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN 
CANNETTI , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 12649/03 
100087/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et a]., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a m a r d  Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there 

2012 
ORDERED, that upon notice to al#t!b%ndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment U%w [{$$&mOGrne are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
G O U W  cjL 

A *$JJb* : 

Steven Balson-Co en. Esa. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kathleen Cannetti 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

32472895" 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO128 123-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

A 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 126937102? 105608/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ANDREW KING AND MARJORIE KING, 

PlaintiQs), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I 
I 

De fendant(s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Tread $q!pl 

thereto, 

ejudice, and there being no opposition 
h" * *  

. , n 'b(irl'i , w r.!, 1 r 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
r 4 t  \ 4 '  Y'IYK 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation&q(m& tihhei s W  i&&U&-eby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 2 . 2 0 @  n 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Andrew King and Maxjorie King 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein H h l e r  

9 3 7fi1%5-23619 

{NO1 14936-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I {Heitler, J.) 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

Index No.: 126937/02, 105608/03 
I 
I 
I 

ANDREW KING AND MARJORIE KING, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant($). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to allfid$fyg@, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
NI.W VOKK 

C O U ~  ~y CLEWS ~FFlce 

Dated: New York, New York 
3-24 , 2 0 Q  

Attorneys for fiefendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Andrew King and Marjorie King 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2598OAH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARLEY N. MASON AND BERTA MASON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR& LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 190269/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against wendant, A s r a  Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

* 

rnI I I  
i E 3  3'1 1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
r \T\PI v w '  

defendant, Aurora Pump Company? be and the s&%&!%e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mason, Harley N. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

vbl? 2' 7c\'3 

of&. /+-- 
SO ORDERED, 

" RCVd 
5 w  

1003-3208 



I 

I I Index No.: 190082/12 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CHUN HZNG LEE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I I I NO OPPOSITION 

A m  & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW.,  el al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Z m  Industries, LLC W a  as Z m  Industries, Inc., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC f/ka w Zurn 

Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC fWn as Zuh!&&&&!&c., be arid the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ; qp :~  Y O ~ ~ K  
~ ~ > I . J N N  CLERKS OFFICE 

,2012 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAIE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT S. NOGAS AND JANE NOGAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1864101, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'IO: 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., TNC., et uZ. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Jnc., be and the sa rk&-&r2@dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Nogas, Vincent S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

2082- 10506 

, .a; .-=I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190030/12, 190031/12 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 

GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. AND MARY JANE 
HOBBS, 

Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary j itdgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prej itdice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and 

and cross claims against 

with prejudice and 

without costs. 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New YOrk 
,2012 

Michelle D Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Hobbs, George T. Jr. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10170 

(2 12) 509-3456 

r\bQ 2 1  "" 
SO ORDERED, 

&Qf&* d 
&\ - 

1003-4024 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KAREL DVORAK AND DANA DVORAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1234/01, 1 19235/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., be and the F am d ar &r& d B s s e c l  with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Dvorak, Karel 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 vfin 0 1 m’ 
(2 12) 509-3456 

id: / A  0 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-8826 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

UTA ENDRESS AND ROLF ENDRESS, 
i Index No.: 190034/11, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be a F h {  sk dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR 29 2012 

h rl-rc L H  ,201 1 b tv; Y L k i A  
COUNTY CLEM'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company ENDRESS, UTA 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
/ MAR 3" 7 711'3. 

SO ORDERED, 

Dtd: +w 8 
Hon. Sherry Klein I&itler 

Sbd - 
1003457 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

UTA ENDRESS AND ROLF ENDRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190034/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION A N D  ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ! 

/ WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and with prejudice and without 

costs. MAR 29 2012 

Attorney or Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
ENDRESS, UTA 
 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

r g 7  

SO ORDERED, d 3 1 m i 2  
Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (X-Xeitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 19O089/11, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUIGT GhRRITANO AND CESIRA 
GARRITANO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDKK 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et rrl. j 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE,, defendmt, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve 

and Controls USA, Imc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32x2, dimissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDEKEU, that upon n f L c E f - s ,  all clainis and cross claims against 

defend'mt, Atwood & M o d 1  Company, iniproperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, 

Inc., be and tht: sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
MAR 29 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Moi-rill Company 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gmitano, Luigi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j (Heitler, J.> 

: NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 190089/11, 
LUIGT GARIUTANO AND CESIRA 
GARIUTANO, 

i NO OYl'OSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
~ 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFOKE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs2 complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Co~npan#k k & e  E e Q )  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. MAR 29 2012 
Dated: New York. New York 

NEW YORK 
L y  2012 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company Garritmo, Luigi 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Ww-z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, @+- r\hR 2 1 2Q0 
Hon. Sherry Klein Ileitler 

& WJ: 
504-718 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN IZE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

~ Index No.: 190408/11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 
EGGENBERGEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. at ul. 

Defendants, 
I 

WHEREFOM, defendant, Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as 

Superior Lidgenvood Mundy C o p ,  a/k/a Lidgenvood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as Successor 

to M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a F-Pfrp and cross claims against defendant, 

Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

u Kenneth Eggenberger and Lila Eggenberger 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'' Floor 
New York, New New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

12Y6- I 9  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS l'O:-*u" 

LUlGl GARRITANO AND CESIRA 
GARRITANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'I'ER PRODUCTS CO., et d. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190089/11 , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENr 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler of Pottstown, hereby requests sumnary 

judgment in the above,entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissiiig 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler of Pottstown, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, aIl claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler of Pottstown, b F & h G a e b y  dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 \I3 , 2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler of Pottstown 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gmitmo, Luigi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

: D$/' 
3 , , ,LL' L -  Sk3 2572-42 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

i T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS J. RUSSO AND MARIE RUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUC'I'S, et al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190348/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve 

and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursirant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 

Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve aid Controls USA, II~c., with 

prejudice in this action, and there Fn&&&ioDereto, 

OKUEKED, that upon notice b M 1  ky$@idants, all claims mid cross claiins against 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill 

Iiic., be and the same are 

y plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/13 ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3454 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Russo, Francis J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C .  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, I  , ,  n I 

SO ORDERED, _- \ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD SADOWSKI AND ALBERTA 
SADOWSKI, 

Index No.: 190215/11 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c?d&nlant 1 B m s  and cross claims against 
9% tv 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAH $9 2812 

Dated: New York, New York - I I u ~ i t - i h S  OFFICE 
nficl4 /r , 2012 

&&Xd4* 
aura B. Hollman, sq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company Sadowski, Edward 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

17nQ 

/ slQta* 
MhQ ' 

SO ORDERED, 

504-780 



-- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD SADOWSKI AND ALBERTA 
SADOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190215/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., be ancf&\&Ln dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
n hlc C P t  1s' , 2012 

MAR 29 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

0 Sd -4+---- 
Lyurura B. Hollman, &. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Algoma Hardwoods, Inc. Sadowski, Edward 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1223-6 




